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To place of Scripture, „ bich! haue 

. to ſpeake ol at zofaxthirime, and 

ent — „is written in 

ka 17 — ot the Goſpel after Saint 

lohn, and the 17. verſe of the ſame, bein 

of the wordes of our Sauiour C briſe 

vnto his heauenly Father, in that moſt ve- 

hement and heavenly prayer, which hee 

55 make th for his diſciples and his whole 
Church, alitle before his Paſsion. 


"= Jahn. 7, 
Sawflifie them in thy trueth, thy weil ; 1 
the tructh. 
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N Fter that our mag Kg 
V {Ch2ift had accompliſhey 
| 4 |bis office- of pꝛeaching, 

- and ſealed the dodrine of 
IN NY [bisrevemption, by inſti 

EZ tution of his holie Sup⸗ 
per, « finally, as it were 

faking his leaue of teaching his Apoſtles, 
had inffruced them of pacient bearing of 
bis Croſle, by letting fazth ſuch comfozts, 
whereunto they ſhould leane, and by pꝛo⸗ 
A 2. miſling 


miſing the commingof his ſprite, lifted 
them vp to a better hope, then the pꝛeſent 
miſeries did poꝛtende, viſcourſing of the 
gloꝛie and aioſtie of his kingdom wher⸗ 
of they ſhould be partakers, as is contet- 
ned at the fall, in the thz& Chapiters go⸗ 
ing immediately vefoze : The Cuange- 
liſt declareth in the beginning bf thts ſe⸗ 
nenth Chapiter,howe hee conuerteth him 
ſelle to pꝛaper. that this his moſt heauen⸗ 
ly-doctrine might be made effecuall: firit 
in the heartes of his Apoſtles which then 
were his hearers, and afterwarde in all 
true members of his Churche, which by 
their Binilterte ſhoulde ber gathered in 
bis name. TWherfoze among other re- 
queſtes that het maketh foz his Diſciples 
in this pꝛaper, this is one eſpecially,thaf 
his lather would ſactiſie them in his truth, 
which is his holie wozde, the only out- 
warde witneſſe ofhis will: which is as 
much in effect, as that it woulve pleaſe 
his Maieſtie, of his infinite godneſſe,and 
fo2 his ſake, who ſanctified him ſelfe fo; 
them, to be a ſacrifice pzopitiatozie to 
dedicate them vnto his father: to conſe⸗ 
crate 02 hallowe them, by his holic - 4 
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rife, vnto him ſeife; as his choſen and pe⸗ 
culiar poſſeſſion, acco2ving to that moſt 
holy trueth, which her hath reucaled in 
his woꝛde and doctrine of ſaluation.con- 
teined in the Goſpell of his ſonne, that 
bering truely vnited vnto him. her may be 
glozrfted in them, and they made by him 
partakers of eternall felititie. Sandi 
fie them O Father (ſaith her in thy truth. 
thy woꝛde is the trueth. There are two 
ſpeciall reaſons, whyour Sauiour Chꝛiſt 
commendeth his Diſciples ;vnto the holte 
and ſanctifying p2otectionof God his hea- 
nenly' Father: the one conteined in the 
verle going immediately befoze , the o- 
ther in the verſe that followeth immedi⸗ 
atly, the one being the great daunger they 
fad in, the other the great and high office 
allo. that they were called vnto. Conter⸗ 
ning the foꝛmer he ſaid:they are not ofthe 
wozld,eucn as Jam not of the woꝛlde. In 
that they were not of the wozlde, it could 
not be auoided. but that they ſhould be ha⸗ 
fed of the wozld, as he ſaid alſo in erpzefſe 
woꝛdes. They therefoze that ſhoulde be 
bated of all the wozlve, had neve to ber 
mightily pzotected, | 

43 Ther 
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They that had ſo many enemies, muſk 
neves haue a ffrong defender, and where 
ſhould they haue any reſt, that had all the 
wozlde againſt them, but in God, who 
ts greater then the woꝛlde: And therefoze 
in conſideration ot that great perill they 
were in. which mult remain in the woꝛld. 
although they were not of the woꝛlde, 
although they were hated and perſecuted 
ofthe woꝛlde, our Sauiour Chailt com 
mitteth them in this pꝛaper to his fathers 
holie tuition: Fozalmuch as they are not 
ol the woꝛlde, but inheritours of heanen, 
BSancifie them in thy trueth. Againe, 
c6ſidering how waightie a charge is laide 
vpon them, as her ſheweth in the nerte 
verſe. As thou haſt ſent mee into the 
wozld. ſo haue J ſent them into the wozld, 


dee deſireth his Father, to make them a⸗ 


ble to execute that charge, ſaying, Sancti- 
fie them in thy trueth, thy worde is the truth. 
As though her ſhonld ſay, Knowing that 
they are men in whom naturally dwel⸗ 
leth the ſpirit of errour, and not of trueth, 
and yet ſuch men, as J haue choſen to te- 
ſifie vnto the wozlde , the ſame frueth, 
which thou O heauenly Father haſt ſent 
bnto them by me, J confeſle they —_— 
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able ol them ſelues to know the trueth, fo 
ſpeake the trueth, to lone the trueth , foz 
that inueterate toꝛruption, that beareth 
the ſway in all the childꝛen of Adam,ther- 
fozeJ beſech thee holy Father,to ſancifie 
them in thy trueth, cuen in thy holy woꝛd 
which is the witnelle and expꝛeſſe decla- 
ration of thy rencaled trueth , that by thy 
ſanctification, they may be renued in the 
inner man, to will and loue theſe things, 
which thou commaundeſt, by thy trueth 
they may be deliuered from errour, blinds 
neſle, and ignoꝛaunce, in which they are 
holden Captines , and by thy holy woꝛde 
they may be in{kruced from time to time, 
that no foꝛgetfulneſſe of thy truth do taks 
them, but hauing recourſe alwayes: vnto 
it, as to alight ſhining in a darke place, 
they map be merte to accompliſh the moꝛk 
ok fo high a calling. And this is generally 
the ſumme and effect of the wozdes ol eur 
Sauiour Chꝛiſt in this his p2aier. Sant ti- 
fiethem in thy trueth,thy word is the trueth. 
But that J may ſpeake of them moze 
particularly, J will diuide my Treatiſe 
vpon this tert, into two parts: In the foz- 
mer J wil ſet fozth the requeſt of our Da- 
A 4 uiour 
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Santtifie them in thy erueth, in the other, 
the expoſition · whiche be maketh of the 
trueth, when hee ſaieth, 7% word i ihr 
trueth. Concerning the requeſt which 
he maketh foz their ſanctificatien, wee 
haue to cõſider, firſt that it is neither law⸗ 
full, noꝛ poſlible, foꝛ any man, to haue any 
ucceſſe vnto God, to ſtand befoze his p2e- 
ſence, to loke foz any benefit at his hands 
without true holineſſe, Foz the Lozde 
being bolie , abhozreth all that is pzo- 
phane,polluted and defiled,teſtifiyng both 
by MAoſes and by the Apoſtle Peter, that 
if wer will appꝛoch 92 come neare vnto 
him, we mult be ſanctiſied, wer muſt be 
holte, be you holie 02 ſandiſied ſaicth the 
Lo2de, foz J am holie. Accqzving to 
him which hath called you, which is ho- 
lie, be you holie, ſaieth the Apoſtle, To 
ſhe we that ſancification is neceſſary,the 
Loꝛde oꝛde ined all the ſanctifping rites of 
the lawe, by which the Tabernacle, the 
Altar, the Pzieftes; the ſacrifices, and 
all the people were, firſt ſancified, and 


made holte, befoze they coulde be attep⸗ 


e him, to be the Loꝛdes Labernacls, 


_ * 
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his Altar, his Pꝛieſtes, his ſacrifice, his 
e. Pea, this light of God ſhined enen 
mathe darkneſſe of naturall vnderſtan⸗ 
ding, ſo that without reuelation from 
heauen the Gentiles acknowledged, that 
no man coulde come neare vnto God, no 
man conlde pleaſe God, no man coulde 
loke foz rewarde of God, without holi⸗ 
neCe, And this they teſtified , euen in 
their manner of wozſhippingof GD D, 
which although it were cleane contrarie 
to Gods expꝛeſſe commanundement , in 
viſible ſhapes , and bodily images, yet 
they declared by their maner of conſecra⸗ 
tions, dedications , purifications, and o⸗ 
ther lyke ceremonies of their owne deut- 
ſing, that ſuch as will haue any thing to 
doe with God, muſt be hallowed as God 
is holie, and all thinges that apperteyne 
vnto him. The Papiſtes alſo, even as 
the heathen, whoſe religion and ceremo⸗ 
nies in many thinges they followe, in ſo 
many conlecrations and ſanctifications, 
as they vſe in their Idolatrous ſeruice, 
meane fo ſignifie euen (0 much, And 
hereof, commeth all that pzeparation, 
pompe , and furniturs, whiche they 
ble in wozthipping of their Images 
A5 which 


In Pſal, 95. 


„Image, which is without ſenſes,fo2 your 
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which they defende by the ſame reaſons, 


and wozſhippe after the ſame maner as 


the Yeathen did their Jmages, althongh 
nothing be moze directly contrarie to the 
erpꝛeſſe tommaundement of God. The 
Papiſtes thinke their idolatrie to bee de- 
fended, when they lay that they wozſhip 
not the ſtockes and tones, the matter and 
fourme of their Jmages, as Gods, but 


woꝛſhip God in tgem. And did not the wi ⸗ 


ſer ſoꝛt of the Gentils bꝛing the ſame rea⸗ 
ſon to defende their Idolatrie? Ves verelp. 
S, Auguſtine teſtiſieth, that one of them 
» aide : J wozſhip not that ſtone, noꝛ that 


» P20phet could not know that it hath eies 
, and ſeeth not, and J be ignoꝛant that this 
, image ner ther hath life, no ſeeth with 
, eyes, no2 heareth with eares Therefoze 
AJ woꝛchip not the thing, but J ado2e that 
» which J ſ&, e ſerue that which 1 ſer not, 
„who is this: A certaine inuiſible dinins 
power which hath the pꝛeheminence of 
that Image. Behold the Heathen man 
affirmeth, that they wozſhipped not the 
Joolles, buf God by the Joolles, enen as 
the Iſraelites in wozſhipping their gol 
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den Calfe, pꝛetended by it, to wozſhip the 
God that bꝛought them out of the land of 
Egypt. And Aaron pzoclaimed a holie 
day to be celebzated vnto Ichoua, the on- 
ly true God. The multitude of their Gods 
which they woꝛſhipped alſo, they excuſed, 
euen as the Papiſts do, fo2 they acknows 
ledge but one God, as the pꝛincipall, highs 
eſt,and only gouernour of all the poeticall 
Gods, euen as the Poet Horatius ſpea⸗ 
keth of Iupiter : Qus res hommum ac deo-, 
rum, qui mare & terras variſq; mundum, 
temperat horis, vnde nil mains generatur, 
ipſo &c: Which gouerneth all the affaires, 
of men and Gods, the ſea and the lande, . 
and the whole wozlve , with diners ſea- , 
ſons, wherefoze nothing is bzought fo2th -, 
greater then hee, neither is ther any thing 
like htm, oꝛ ſeconde vnto hun: pet fo2 all , 
that Pallas hath obtained the nert honour , 
vnto him. Ser what the opinion enen of , 

the Poets was, concerning the pꝛincipall 
woꝛ ſhip due vnto the higheſt God. But 
the Philoſophers,and ſuch as by the Chzt- 
ſtians were charged with woꝛchipping of 
Images, were yet moze ſubtle aud came 
nearer to the Papiſtes, Foz they — 
ony 


A Sermon preacticd. 
| | only affirmed, that they woꝛſhipped God 
 InFyiſt. ad bythe Jmages (as Chryſoſtome) witneſ⸗ 
Epb. bons. 18. ſeth, but allo being further v2ged tou⸗ 
ching the multitude of Gods, they anſwe⸗ 

red that in Mars they wazſhipped the pos 

wer of God, in Pallas, the wiſedome of 

God, in Venus, the loue and pleaſure of 
* God, and ſo of the reſt: yea they doubted 
| not to affirme , that thoſe pettie Gods, 
whom they wozſhipped (as Auguſtine 
lheweth) were the powers and Pinilte- 
rics, of that great God, andeuen the ve- 
rie ſame which the Chꝛiſtians call An- 
gelles, To whom Auguſtine very well 

In P[al.g,s. replyeth and ſaicth, A woulde you would 
c trnely wozthip the Angelles, you ſhoulde 
4 c eaſily learneofthem not to wozſhip them: 
| Euenſo J woulde the Papiſtes woulde 

truely wozſhip the Angelles, they ſhould 
| learne of them not to wozthipthem:woz- 
ſhip God (ſaieth the Angell to . John 
eo. 1g. & who fell bowne at the Angelles fete to 
| 20,22. wo2ſhip him) foz J am thy fellowe ſer⸗ 
nant, and fellowe ſeruant of all the faith- 
fall, the Pzophetes and them that kerpe 
the layinges of this ———_— 
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John was not fallen into ſo grofſe idola 
trie, that he woulde woꝛſhippe the An- 
gell as God , but euen as thepapiſtes, de 
was deceiued by humane affertion;to giue 
ſome parte of the honoz which is wholy 
dewe to God, to the angell as to a diuine 
creature and meſſenger of God , Yee A 
woulde the Papiſtes woulde ryghtlis 
wozlhippe all the ſaintes ot God, foz 
then ſhoulde they learne of them, not 
to wozlhippe them , but God the au⸗ 
thoure of theire ſanctification; to whome 
all Saynts aſcribe all honour , all glo- 
rye, all powre , all myght ,.all riches 


all wiſedome , all hollneſle ; all (al- Apoe. 7. 


nation. 

There canne no greater honour 
bee giuen bnto Dayntes , then to ho- 
no2 their Lo2de , their Sauioure , their 
Redeemer , their God, their Father, 
their ſanctifyer And it is greate con- 
tumely and injury to the bleſſed Saintes, 
to robbe God of his glozie,to beſtow von 
them. Wherefoze if the Papiſts woulde 
truely honour them, then they woulde 
follow their faith, their obedience, their 
bumilitie, 
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of all holines, as of all god things. Sancti⸗ 
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humilitie, and all their godly vertues. 
Whereby they ſhould be ſure, to honour 


and woꝛſhip none, with ſpirituall and re⸗ 
they alone honoured and woꝛſhipped, if 


they were not deceiued, as Saint John 


was in wozhhipping the Angell. Well it 
is plaine enough, by that which hath been 
ſpoken, that no man can haue acceſſe vn⸗ 
to God, no man can pleaſe God, no man 


can be iopned vnto God, without holines, 


without the which, as the Apoſtle ſaieth, 
that no man ſhall ſee God. Steing ther⸗ 
foe that ſanctiũcation is ſo neceſſarie, we 
mult ſecke from whence it is to bee had. 


pꝛaper, doth plainly teach vs, from whece 
all true holineſſe doeth low, and by what 
meanes wee map be conſecrated, from 


whence ſanctification is to bee receiued, 


namely from God only, the only fountain 


fie them (ſaith hee) in thy trueth. In vaine 
therefo:c doe men ſerke ſanctification, but 
in him that is all holines. Our Hauiour 
Chuſt by this his pꝛaper. teacheth vs. not 
only that holines is neceſſarie foz all the 
childzen 


Our Sauiour Chzilk in the wo2ds of this 
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childzen of GD D, but alſo from whence 
they mull obteine the ſame. Foz he de- 
fireth not at the handes of Gad,that thing 
which men may either haue of thẽſelues, 
0; of any other Authour then ol God only: 
Whereofit followeth,that God only ſau⸗ 
cifieth his clec,by this holy ſpirite of ſan- 
>ification, thzough the meditation of his 
only ſonne our ſauiour Jeſus Chzilt, who 
as D. Paule ſaieth, is made vatovs by 1. Cor. 1. 
God, wiſedome,righteouſneſle,ſancifica- 
tion, and redemption. Therefoze they that 
ſeeks ſancification in themſelues, oꝛ by a⸗ 
ny meanesof. their owne, labour all in 
bayne, neyther is it poſſible fo2 them to 
appꝛoch neare vnto God. Wherefoze 
the Gentiles although they did know that 
holineſſe was neceſſarie, foz them which 
ſhould haue to doe with God, oz thinges 
; | *pperteyning to God, vet whilelt they 
n | ſought it in them ſelues, they came not 
nearer, but departed further from God. 
The Pelagians alſo, which boaſted that 
there was matter enough in them ſelues, 
which being ſtirred vp by their free will, 
might cõſecrate them vnto God,bewzay- 
ed nothing but their intollerable pꝛyde, 
and 


2 


and ſhamefull ig 
tion it was not poſſible #6 
toany parts thereof. bo that 

thenilh hereſte, they pints ales an 
ſuch thinges, as were in dur power, euen 
as the Gentiles doe. Foz all the cere- 
monies whiche the Gentiles deuiled to 
conſecrate them ſelues, oz any thing that 
they woulde dedicate vnto the feruice of 
| God, are in the power of men to perfoꝛme 
— pred rom tops = 
tion of men invented and demled. 
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— — 
warde vertues and ſpirituall puritie, not 
by voluntary obſeruations and imagined 
pꝛaaiſes of mens deuiſing; but by obedi⸗ 
ence and pꝛattiſe of Gods lawe and com⸗ 
maundements: pet in this pointe they a-- 
arp — altogether with the Gen⸗ 
that they held that sbedrence and 
iff of Gods la we Was in our power: 
might be attained vnto by the natu- 


and 
rall ffrength of free will, without the aide 
of Gods grace, although with the aide of 
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eaſily kepe Gods commaundementes. 
Thepapiſts alſo will ſ&me to depart frõ 
the pelagians, in that they aſcride nat all 
vntothe free will, and the power of natu⸗ 
rall ſtrength as they did. But they gos 
not fo ſarre from the Pelagians, as they 
tume niere vnto p̊ Gentiles, in ſuch points 
as the Pelagians did iuſtly differ from ths 
gentiles- Fo2 with the gentiles they attri- 
dute ſome power of ſactificatid , vnto outs 
warde Elements,and bodily ceremonies, 
and that not onely ſuch. as God hath ap⸗ 
pointed to teſtiſie his grace of ſandifica- 


tum by them, as are the holy ſacraments, 


m_ ſach,as they themſelues haue in⸗ 
they themſelues haue ſandified, 


| they themſelves have ginen power of ſan- 


ctification vnto-them without any pꝛe⸗ 
ſcrintion commaundement 02 allowance 
of God, in his holy Scriptures, ſuch are 
theſe bables,they.calb-their Agnus Der, 
Hallewed graines hallowed beades, — 
oun- 
taineof Popiſhhalineſſe, beſide an hun- 
dꝛed ot other hallowed creatures, the con- 
ſecration of which. is 1 __ 


by, 


tuall bokes of Agends and pontificals, ( 
pꝛactiſed in their Joolatrous ſynagogues. 
yea and to the Pelagians them ſelues they 
appꝛoch, while they teache wozkes pꝛepa⸗ 
ratoꝛie vnto the reccining of grace. iohich 
being ſuch as are able to diſpoſe men,. and 
make them apt to obteine the grace ol 
God, of a certaine congruity,thephold ta 
p2ocede of the pure naturals, without the 
grace of God,0z — his holy ſpi⸗ 
rite, Fozgetting vtterly that the Apoſtle 
ſaith; We are not able ofour ſclues,as of 
ourſelues tothinke any thing which is 
god, but our aptnes oʒ ablenes HM 
is oł God. Foꝛgetting alſo what the Load 
— — of all — ſonnes ol 2 
the magination of mans hearte, 
eve ſro his pouth. And all the imaginafios 
of the thoughts of mans heart, are onely 
euil continually, Fozgetting alſo p̊ which 
our Sauiour Chziſt ſaith to his diſciples, 
by which ſaying the Pdagians of olde time 
were knocked in the head, Mithout mir 
(faith Chʒiſte) pou are able to do nothing: 
vet ſome of the Popilh Doctozs, J meant 
the ſchole men, are neit her aſhamed,noz 
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Araide fo affirme, that without grate. 
that is without Chzilf, we are able of our 
pure naturals to doe ſome thing, that is. 
to pꝛepare our ſelues, diſpoſe our felues, 
vnto a certaine aptneſle to reteiue ſanci- 
ſication. And the late Councell of Trent, * 
atcurfeth man. Whoſoener ſhall ſay, -G. Car. 7: 
that all wozkes which are done befoze 2 
iuſtiſicatiõ howſoencr they are done, are » 
inne. oz deſerue the hatred of God, oz that » 
the moe a mi indeudureth to diſpoſe him » 
ſelf to grate, ſo mach þ moze he ſinneth. , - 
Do they not therefoze affirnie,s without 
Chiilt they may doe ſome thing wyichs - 
ſhall pleaſe God, oz attheleaft, ſhall not 
ber finnefull, and deſer ue the diſpleaſure of 
God? Js not this as much as to ſay, that 
all the'iniaginations of the thoughtes of 
mans heart are not only, no: altogether, 
nozcontinually euill: Except they wyll 
ſap, that df enill imaginations and cuill 
thoughts may pꝛoctede god wozkes, 03 
thatenfl wozks deſerue not the hatrevof 
— — the — a man —— by 
euil woꝛkes. as by hypocriſte.ſuperſfition, 
ivolatrio,fall wozlhipping ,todiſpoſe — 
34 910 2 


A Sermon preached 


ſelle to the graceof God, her is the meefer 
to receine it. Fo what ſparke of trus 
godnefle acceptable to God, is in the coꝛ⸗ 
rupt nature of man, befoze he being pꝛe⸗ 
uented by the free mercy and grace of 
God, bee indawed with the gift of faith, 
thꝛough the lpirite of ſactification? Steing 
5 without faith it is not poſſible to pleaſe 
God, and all that is not of faith, is ſinne, 
 andthat no man can haue faith, but of the 


grace and gift of God. Pet dare they pꝛo- 


nounce him accurſed, that ſhall ſay, ſinne 
is ſinne, oꝛ that ſinne deſerueth the hatred 
of God, oz that he that by ſinne endeuon- 
reth to winne the fauour of God, doeth (0 
muche the moze ſinne and offends- ©od, 

So carefull they are fo vpholde the power 
of man, againſt the grace of God, that they 
defende that ſome woꝛkes dame befoze 
inſtification , may bee done in ſuch ſozt , 
that they ſhall not bee ſinne. As though he 
that is impious and vnrighteaus altoge- 
ther, may after any (ozt,do ſuch wozkes, 
as be not altogether impious t vnrighte- 
ons in the ſight of god, which is all one as 
toſay,y without Chꝛiſt a wil is able to do 
ſom thing. Foz ſeeing god is laid to _ 
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the impious oꝛ vngodly mu, it is manifeſt | 
that wholoeuer, is not iuſtiſied is impious Rom. 3. 
and vagodly, therefoze wozkes done bes 
foze iuſtiſication, in what ſozt ſoeuer they 
be vone,in reſpec ofthe doer bs y wozkes 
of an impious + vngodle man, and thers 
foze bee impious and vngodly, bee wicked 
and deſerue the hatred of God. And how 
ſhall the vngodly man Which is not iuſti- 
lied, but is vtterly voide of grace, diſpoſe 
himſelfe to grace, that her ſhall nat moze 
pꝛoucke the wꝛath of God: Is there any 
better wayto diſpoſe himſelf, then by pꝛai⸗ 
er, ſupplitations and DSacrifices? But of 
them the holy Gholke tclkificth plainely, 
that they are abhomination to the Loꝛde. 
Lhe Dacrifice of the vngodly is abhomi⸗ 
nation vnto the Lozd(ſaith the wife man) * R 
bat the pꝛayers of the righteous are accep | * wh 
table vnto him, Ye that turneth his eare *. 
from hearing the la we of God(as euerpe 
vngodly man doeth, which is not pꝛeuen⸗ 
ted with the grace of od) euen his pꝛayer 
is abhominable and execrable. Therefoꝛe | 
ſhall we thinke, that abhominable pzai- Pes. 1%, 
ers, abhominable ſupplications, abhoini- 
ET O93 A 
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to the grace and fauour of God? That ex⸗ 
ecrable and accurſed pꝛaiers, t ſacrifices 
doe not rather pꝛouoke the wꝛath of God, 
then his fauour? Are not all the wayes of 
the impious t vngodly man, abhominas 
tion vato the Lozde. And howe ſhoulde 
that which God abhozreth,diſpoſe a man, 
82 how ſhoulde a man diſpoſe himlelfe by 
that which God abhozreth, tobe a miete 
veſſell to receiue the grace and fauour of 
God. Foꝛalmuch then as all men are vn⸗ 
godly oz wicked befoze they bee iuſtiſied 
frely by the grace of God, all their wozks 
muſt ncedes bee vngodly, wicked and vn⸗ 
iuſt. Foz they are only god and righteous 
wozkes, which came from a righteous 
man, from a man made righteous 02 in- 
fified thzough faith, by the grace of God 
Accozding to the ſpirit of ſactificatis which 
is giuen to the only that are tuſttfied : al- 
though neither al the wozks of a iuſtiſied 
maare g@d,no2 any perſecly god,becauſe 
we haue rcceiued pᷣſpirit in mealure, i our 
ſanct:ficatid is begunne, ⁊ not perfected in 
| this lie. therefoze our Sauiour Chꝛiſte 
Job.13.%75 y2aicth,that his father would ſanciifie his 
Apoſtles in his truth, ol whb he confcllep 
bgloze,p they wert holy e cleane, 2 
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Cactificatis was begun in ttẽ̃, by his woꝛd 
which they had hearde, in which woꝛde ol 
truth. he now pꝛaieth, that they may moze 
& moze be ſandiſied t made holy, MNhere⸗ 
foze all Popiſh pꝛeparations vnto ſanctis 
ficatib, howſoeuer they denounce the des 
nier of the to bee accurſed, are in the ſight 
of God no better, then abhominable 4x ac⸗ 
curſed,enen by this woꝛde. Foz God only 
is the authour, veginner, continuer, s per⸗ 
fecter of ſanctification,ſe&ing that our ſaui⸗ 
our Chꝛiſte pꝛapeth foz the continuance E 
perfection of ſanctification, who was alres 
dy begun in his Diſciples, who were bap- 
tiſed, who had rccetued the holy Ghoſte, 
who were tobe pzeſerueds+ increaſed in 
v holines which they had receiued. by this 


we learne, y we muſt daily pzay fo2 þ ins Le. . T. 


creaſe of ſandification, and ſecke it at the 
handes of God alone, who hath pzoiniſed 
vpon our earneſt pꝛapers, to graũt his ho- 
ly ſpirite by which we ſhalbe daily moꝛe 
and moꝛe renewed in the inner man, to 
hate ſinne, and to loue righteouſneſſe, that 
the fruites of moztfification g renouation: 
(which are the two parts of ſanctificatiõ) 
may appeare daily in our 2 t cõuerſatid. 
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Koz this grace of continuice + increaſe in 
ſactificatio,þ apoſtle boweth his knees to 
the father ol our Lozd Jeſus Chzift, by the 
example of Chzilt himſelle, foꝛ the Epheſi- 
aus, that he would giue vnto them acco2- 
ding vnto the riches of hisglozy , to bee 
ſtrengthened in the inner man, by his ſpis 
rite, And therefozeas the beginning of 
ſanctification,is only frõ Gods grace with 
out all merite oz god diſpoſition of ours, 
lo is alſo the continuance,mcreaſe, # per- 
fection of the ſame, the free gift of Ood, gi⸗ 
nen vnto vs accoꝛding to the riches of his 
glo2y,and not pꝛocured either in whole, as 
the Pelagiãs ſay, oz in part as the Papiſts 
teach, vy the merites and deſertes ol men. 
Wherby they make not God the whole & 
only authour t perfectoz of ſactificatio,but 
aſcribe vntomans merites, a poztion'of 
this his glozy, while they affirme,that by 
well vſing of the firſt graces of God, wee 
may and do merite and deſerue the ſecond 
whereas the Lozde God teſtifieth by the 
Pꝛophet Ezechiel, that hee willhaue all 
nations to know that it is her, which ſan⸗ 
ccifleth Jſrael vnto whõ allo our ſauiour 
Chꝛiſte hath recourſe in his pꝛaper, when 
be ſaith, au. them in thy trueth. By 
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this hee declareth p he deſireth true ſancti- 
ficatid 4 not conterfet hypocriſte,foz fained 
holtnes 4 diſſembled (ancificatid, is wozs 
thily ſaide to bee double iniquitie. The 
corupte nature of man without the 
ſpirit of God, is pꝛone and readie vnto hy- 
pocriſie,and feigned holineſſe,but all lying 
and diſſtmulation is abhominable vnto 
God, wherefo2e that his Diſciples might 
pleaſe God, in true holineſſe 4 righteouſ⸗ 
neſſe befoze him ally daies of their lines: 
Ve pꝛapeth vnto his father, to ſanctifle thẽ 
in his trueth. So ſhall they not ſeeke fo 
mocke God, with holineſſe pꝛetended and 
wickedneſle intended: but ſtudie to ſerue 
him with an vpꝛight heart, vnfeignedly 
to ſeke his honour, t walke in his wayes 
all the dayes of their life. Bo2eouer where 
be ſaith, Sanctiſie them in thy trueth,be 
ſheweth euidently, that as there is but 
one trueth, which is the trueth of God, 
ſo all other meanes and wayes of ſanctiſi⸗ 
cation, then in his trueth, are falſe wayes 
and meanes, and that no true holine 18 
attained vnto by them, but kalſe holinelſe, 
falſe ſancification, although it be neuer (0 
well intended. #02 true P 
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is only in Gods trueth. Safe them in 
thy rrueth, And this is the cauſe, that 
the Gentiles, in all their conſeccations 
and bleſſinges, could neuer attaine vnto 
true ſancification, but were moꝛe 4 moze 
polluted in them, becauſe they pꝛeſumed 
ts ſceke (anctification, without the truth of 
God. Do that although enery thing which 
they toke in hand, and did, was pꝛophane 
t vnholy, yet their Temples, their Gods, 
their ſacrifices, their ceremonies, their 
whole religid was mol of all vnpure, vn⸗ 
boly,vngodly,yea, moſt of all filthy, dete- 
table, and abhominable, and of all Chꝛi⸗ 
ſtians to be abhoꝛred e fo2ſaken ; becauſe 
it was falſe holineſſe,ſanctification,and re⸗ 
ligion, which they held and p2actiſed. Cue 
ſois it in the falſe religion, holines ſanc⸗ 
tification of the Papiſts, nothing is move 
abhominable + deteſtable, then p which 
hath moſt of their falſe conſecration, and 
is accompted of them moſt holy, as their 
holie water, their holie bzead, their holie 
Candles, Croſſes, and ſuch like,and eſpes 
cially their holie Paſſe,wherofthey make 
greateſt account, and their holie Father, 
whom they name e affirme, not only — 
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be moſt holy, but ta be holineſſe it ſelſe. 
But they will defend their coniured was 
ter, and other their Popeholy ceremonies, 
not to be falſe holineſſe, oz vntrue conſe⸗ 
crations, foz that they are ſanctified in the 
trueth of God, which is his wozde, ſoz all 
the creatures of God are ſandctified by the 
woꝛde of God and pꝛaper. Thus doth Bri- 
ſtow take vpon him to defende, their exoꝛ⸗ 
ciſing oz coniuring water, ſalt, and ſuche 
Ipke creatures, that they may ſerue to bee 
vnto ſaluation, both of bodie and ſoule. 
Although A might caſfly anl were, that it 
is one thing to conſecrate, an other thing 
to coniure, pet who woulde beltene, they 
Chould be dziven to ſuch impudent ſhifts, 
and malicious wzeſtings of the ſcripture, 
if they them ſelues did not pꝛoleſſe it. F032 
the ſenſe ofthe Apollies woꝛdes, in that 
place where he ſaith,that al the creatures 
of God are god, and none to be reiected, 
being receiued with thankſgining,fo2 it is 
ſanctifled by the wo2d of God and pzayer : 
the ſenſe J ſay is manifeſt, to be vttered 
of all p creatures of God, which areſanct- 


fled vnto Chziſtians, by nnn 


4 Tun. 


A Sermon preached, 


and by p:ayer , in the o2dinarie lawfull 
ble of them, and eſpecially of meates, foꝛ⸗ 
bidde by the teachers of veuiliſh doctrines, 
vnder coulour and pzetence of yolinefle,as 
they are of the Papiſtes, and not ofconle- 
crating oz hallowing of creatures to the 
vſe of religion, that they ſhould be meanes 
to lanctifie men, which men (if the Pa- 
piſtes had any power of ſanctifying of all 
creatures by that terte, and that coniu- 
ring were a way of ſanctification , had 
moꝛe nee to be ererciſed and hallowed 
in their owne perſons, euerie dap, rather 
then to receine (anctification at the ſecond 
bande, from water, ſalt Candles, Aſhes, 
Frankencenſe, Garmentes:, and ſuche 
Ipke : altogether without the wo2de of 
God. Foz we haue the wozde of God 
to ſancifle the oꝛdinarie vſe of meates 
and dzinkes, fo nouriſh vs, of water to 
cleanſe vs, of Salt ts ſcaſon our victuals, 
of Candles to giue light, of Garments 
to cloath vs, and ſo of the reſt. But 
where haue we any wozde of GOD to 
ſanctifle any externall creatures, that 
they may ſanctifie us, excepte in — 
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ble of the Dacramentes only + Where- 
foze this is a beaſtly abuſing of the holie 
Scripture, to cloake that impietie, which 
can not poſſibly be hid- Foz the ſpirit ſpea⸗ 
keth cmndently, Þ in the later times, ſome 
hall depart from the fapth, attending to 
ſpirits of errours and doctrine of Deuils, 
ſpeaking lyes in hypocriſie, hauing their 
owne conſciences cauterized, oz burned 
with a whot tron, foꝛbidding to mary, and 
commaunding to abſtaine from meates, 
which GDD hath created to be receined 
with thakeſgining,of them that are faith 
full andknowe the trueth, ſoꝛ all the crea- 
tures ot᷑ God are god, and ſo fozth. O (ſay 
the Papiſtes) this is ſpoken of the Mani- 
ches Tacianiſtes , Priſcillianiſtes, &c. 

which affirmo that G O D made not the 
wozlde,noz inſtituted mariage, and not of 
vs. And thinke pee ſo eaſily to ſhift of ſo 
cleare a demonſtration: when the ſpirite 
ſpeaking enidently , giueth thele euident 
markes of erronivus # deuilliſh dodrine, 

which are found in vou, as wel as in thoſe 
olde heretikes. Foz pou alſo fozbid marri⸗ 
age and meates, to ſome men at al times, 
and to all men at ſome „ 
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the leaff wile, the ſpirit ſpeaketh euident⸗ 
Ip of Papiſts ,as well as of Maniches, Eu- 
cratites and ſuch like. But if the text bee 
well marked, the ſpirite euidentlp, pꝛin⸗ 
cipa!ly ſpeaketh of you, and not of thoſe 
olde heretikes. Koz her laieth, they ſhall 
ſpeake falſhod in hypocriſie. But the Ma- 
niches q; ſuch like old heretikes, as denied 
God to haue made the wozld, x affirmed 
that mariage was of the inſtitution of the 
Deuil, did not ſpeak lies in hypotriſie, but 
open t᷑ mantfelf blaſphemy. But you Pas 
piſts, that foꝛbid mariage and meats, vn⸗ 
der couloar ot greater holineTFe,you J ſap. 
doe ſpeake falſhwd in hypocriſie, æ therfoze 
of pou the ſpirit ſpeaketh euidentlp, that 
you are Apoſtates, ᷑ haue departed from 
the faith, that you attende onto ſpirites of 
errour,7 teach the doctrine of Denils:that 
pour confcience is cauterized with hypo⸗ 
triſte, while yca pzeted, that there is grea⸗ 
ter holines in one kind of meat then in an 
other, that fiſhis mo2e holie then lleſh, oꝛ 
that to eate fiſh is a moꝛe holie abſtinence 
then to eate fleſhe, oꝛ that to eate ſiſh on 
cortaine dapes is a meritoꝛious faſting, 
while pou pꝛetende abſtinente from mar⸗ 
riage to be a neceſſarie ſanctification , re⸗ 

quired 
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quired of the Pinifters of the Churche, 
which the wozde of God requireth not:as 
though pou could better ſ&@ what were cõ⸗ 
nement and neceſſary foz the Paſtours of 
Gods Church, then p holy Ghoſt, which 
alloweth them foz perfect god Paſtours, 
which being huſbands of one wife. haue al 
other qualities # cũditions by the Apoſtle 
deſcribed, This is manifeſt bypocriſie,and 
fapned holmes, therfoꝛe inyour pꝛohibi⸗ 
tion of meates @ mariage, vou ſpeake falls 
hd in hypocrtſie, then of you Napiſts the 
holy Ghoſt molt euidently,moft virecly.x 
molt pꝛoperip doth pꝛophecy. e nothing lo 
—— t p2operly of the Mani- 
ches, Tacianiſtes, : ſuch other auncient he- 
retikes, as did ſpeake falſhad in open blal- 
phemp. in ſaying,that the creatures of the 
woꝛld were naught, as made of the euill 
Gad, oł whom alſo they blaſphemed, that 
mariage was ozdeined. Wherfoze it will 
not ſerue your turne, to turne it ouer vn⸗ 
to ſuch open blaſphemers, while you ſay: 
wer acknowledge mariage to be the hono⸗ 
rable inſtitutid of God, a Dacramet, we 
tõleſſe Gods creatures to be gov,fo2 this 
is to ſpeake falſhad in hypocriſie, whers 
as in derde, you refale the n 
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fleſhe in your fayned holy faftes, becauſs 
the land was curſed, bat not the waters, 
and while you exerciſe and coniure them 
as though they were poſteſſed ol the Dey * 
nill,and by ponr exoꝛriſins take vpon you 
to adde vnto them an other holines, #p0- 
wer of ſanctification, then either god gaue 
vnto them by his creation, oz doeth allow 
to be giuen vnto them by his woꝛd and by 
pꝛaper. And whatſoener like hypocrites 
you ſpeake,in the commendation of mars 
riage you foꝛbid y ſame, ta all that receine 
your molk holy ozders;as'bnptire, as vn 
cleane foz them as Þ which ould pollute 

t defile thoſe holy oꝛders and ceremonies, 
that are mimſtred by them that are oꝛdei⸗ 
ned,abuſing » ſaying of the Apoſtle. They 
that are in þ fleſh cannotpleaſeGod.Un- 
derſtanding by them that are in the fleſh, 
maried men, wherof it followeth, that no 
maried ma can pleaſe God. And this doth 
Syricius Biſhop of Rome; reaſon agaynit 
mariage,in a certaine Epiſtle, if it be not 
tounterfeited in his name. Mlhereloꝛe to 
conclude this matter, the Papiſtes vnder 
coulour of ſanctification; which is onty in 
the trueth of Gods worde, karate 
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mentes and mariage, which is tontrarie 
toGdds worde, doe ſhewe them ſelues to 

be the berie lummes of Antichaiſt, vnto 

whom that great Apoſtacy: and defection 

would beeuade, from Chaiſt, whereof the: 

Apolile ſpeakethinthe lecond Chapiter, 

of the ſetand Epiſtle to the Thefſalonias. 

And thus much concerning the firft parte. 
Howe touching the ſeconde parte, the 

wozdes are ſheſe. T word ir the rrueth; 2. I heſſ. a 
Which wozds arenedfully added, hy our 
Sauiour Chziſt, that ing her pꝛapeth. 

that his Diſciples mighe ber Cancified in 

b trueth,they might know pzeciſcly, what 

is the trueth. aa ſuch is the blinones, ig⸗ 
nozante, and errour oł mans tozrupt nas 
ture, that although. it be confeſſed, that 
EO D requirech trueth in the in warde 
partes, as the zophete ſapeth: pet can | 
not man le, knowe, 02 fine gut, what is /g. 
that: trueth ot holineſſe which pleaſeth 
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God. And pet ſuch is his arrogante. that 


notwithſtanding it be Gods truth, wopet⸗ 


in wir muſt be ſangified® man will pꝛe⸗ 


ſuma, to aſſigne it and determine it. with⸗ 


' eutrevelation from God, euen out of the 
biſtons of his anne bꝛayne, euen out of 
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his alone iniaginatiog;: 2 that if he 
once conteiue an opinion, dat will haus 
it to be taken foꝛ a certaine trueth, am 
vndoubted knowledge. Thereloꝛe aur 
Sauiour Chzilt, that neither the wozlas 
Gould triumph in their blinde exroz8.m03 
his Diſciples whom he hap choſen out of 
the wozlb, ſhould be ignozant of the traths 
doeth in verie plaine termes decpde the 
matter, and taketh a wap all ambiguiti 
and doubt, ſarimg. The wazde is the 
trueth. 1 
By whichötnping iveo learns, that 
there is no truth in matters appertaining 
to ſaluation, te Gods glaꝛie, to our ſanctis 
fication, but that which is reuealed by 
God. Foz although im matters pertai- 
ning to this woꝛlde. and this pꝛeſent lyke 
of man, much truth map be ſounde out 
vy ſtudie and ſharpeneſſe of wyt, by ex⸗ 
periente and by demonſtration, as in the 
ſciences of Arithmetike, Geometria Phi- 
loſophic,and other Artes: pet this trieth, 
wherein be p2ayeth, that his Diſcapley 
might bee conſecrated, that they might 
pleaſe God, by no ſharpuolle of ee" 
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_hodiligent ſearch, oz ſtudie, by no experi⸗ 
gence,02 demonſtration of any ſcience can 
be foundeont; without the revelation of 


God, and the authozitie of his holy wozd, 
And therefoꝛe the Apoſtle Saint Paule 
teſtified of all the wiſe men and Phuoſo⸗ 
phers of the wozlde, that they became 
vaine in their diſputations, and their ig⸗ 
noꝛant heart was full of darkneſſe, and 
they became ſtarke foles. Alſo that the 
woꝛlde by wiſedome, knewe not the wiſe 
dome of God, as it is wzitten; where is 
the wiſe; where is the learned? where is 
the diſputer of this woꝛlde / Vea GD 
bath turned the wiſedome of this wozlve 
into foliſhneſſe: Do that although it ſwel 
neuer ſo greatly in opinion of knowledge, 
pet itcan not attaine to the knowledge of 
this trueth. Whereſoze the reuelati⸗ 
on of Gods wo2de, is neceſſarie fo2 all 
them, that ſhall be made partakers of 
the trueth, of the lyfe to tome. The trueth 
of matter perteining to this life, is ope⸗ 
ned by GO D in the woꝛlde, and in the 
men of this woꝛlde: but the fructh of 
the life fo come, is not in the power 
of man to finde out, but commeth al⸗ 
C 2 together 
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together by the reue lation of God, Fox ik. 
is hidden in God, vntill it be vttered 
him, therefoze it is only his godneſte and 
mercy to diſcloſe, thoſe ſecret hidden my» 
ſterics of his kingdome vnto hiselectand 
choſen childꝛen outwardly by his wozde, 
and inwardly by his ſpirite: of which the 
one beareth muͤtuall teſtimony vnto the 
other, that w may knowe the woꝛde of 
God by his ſpirite, and his ſpirite by his 
wozde. Now ſeeing the Loꝛd God hath 
opened his hol ie mouth to ſpeake vnto vs; 
t declare vnto vs by his holie woꝛde thoſe 
thinges, that wer by our wittes could ne⸗ 
uer haue ſound out: wer muſt gine this 
honour to his holie woꝛde, that as he hath 
vttered thereby nothing but the trueth: ſo 
he hath vttered thereby the whole t per⸗ 
fect trueth. So that whatſoeuer is neceſ[- 
ſary fo2 vs to be ſanctified vnto gods plea⸗ 
ſure and our cternall felicitie, all that is 
conteined in the trueth of God, and that 
trueth of God is none other but enen the 
ſame, which is reuealed by his holy wozd. 
Wherefo2e as it is damnable curioſitie 
fo enquire of the trueth of God further 
then God hath renealed and ſhewed by 
his 
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his wo2de :ſo is it erecrable blaſphemie, 
to accuſe his wozde of imperfection, as to 
ſap, all trueth is not reuealed thereby. 
Foz what great commendation ſhoulde 
our Sauiour Chꝛiſt in this declaration, 
giue vnto the woꝛde of Gov? if when her 
ſapeth. ' Thy wozde is the trueth: he 
ſhoulde meane no moze but that Oods 
woꝛde is true, whereof no man that ac⸗ 
knowlcdg:d'Godd:d euer doubt. But 
when her ſaieth, vnto his Father, Thy 
wozde is the trueth: vndcubtedly her 
meaneth as much, as though hee had ſaid; 
Chere is no tructh in the woꝛlde concer⸗ 
wag (anctification, but only in thy truth: 
and in thy holie woꝛde, is conteincd all 
trueth, necceTarie foꝛ mans ſanctificati- 
on, and conſequently foꝛ his eternall ſal⸗ 
uation. The woꝛde of God therefoze is 
a perfect trueth, conteining all trueth, 
and teacheth the whole trueth. And 
whatſocuer is not tonteined and taught 
in the woꝛde of GSO D, it is no trueth, 
but falſhod and errour: which thing the 
wiſe man verie well conſidered, when hee 
ſaide. Adde nothing vnto his woꝛdes, 
leſt hee repꝛoue thee, and thou be found Preuer. 3a. 
C3 a lyar, 
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lyar. Foz (ſing euerie man oi nature 
infected is a lyar, except h [peake agrie⸗ 
able to the wozde of trueth, bee can ſpeaks! 
nothing but a lye, Wherefoze no man 

can ſpeake the trueth, but hee whiche: 
ſpeaketh the woꝛde of trueth: Do that 
to adde vnto the trueth, which is perfect! 
in it ſelfe, is to inuent a lpe. and to pꝛa⸗ 
noke the wzath of God. The wile man 
therefoze, did wiſely ponder the nature ol 
Gods woꝛde to bee moſt abſolute & pers 
fect, wherevnto nothing coulve be added. 
but that ſhoulde deſerue repzofe of God, 
and argue the Authour of that addition ta 
be a lyar. So that it is nowe cleare and: 
out of controuerſie, with all them that 
haue any ſparke of the feare of God: that 
the woꝛde of God is molt perfect in it ſelf, 
and containeth all truth necefſarie 02 cons 
uenient foʒ men to knowe. Vea, the Pas 
piſtes them ſelues will not greatly ſticke 
with vs, in this point, but that all trueth 
is taught by the woꝛd of God, 

But what vndoubted teſtimony wee 
haue of the wozde of G O D, there 
is the chiele pointe of the contronerſie 

betweeng 
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betweene vs. The Papiſtes them ſelues 
wilt not nowe greatly ſtriue with vs that 
the Woꝛde of God is perfect, and that all 
trueth is taught by the woꝛde of God on⸗ 
ty: but they will not acknowledge, that 
the holie cripture of G D is the only 
vndoubted externall teſtunonp of his 
wozde. And hereof ariſe contentions 
and contfrouerſies, about ſo many queſti⸗ 
ons as be in variance betweene vs. Be⸗ 
cauſe wee holve that the holie Scriptures 
inſpired of God, doe containe a full and 
perfect enſtruction of all things neceſſary 
fo vs toknowe; to the attaining of euer⸗ 
laſting lyfe, '*The Papiſtes holde the 
contrarie , that all trueth necefCarie. to 
ſaluation is not taught, by the woꝛde of 
GOWD : but that wee haue other telki- 
momes of the woꝛde of GOD bende 
the holie Striptures. 

And herein they are lo confident, that 
vnder colour of ſome thinges taught by 
other reuelation, then that which is cons 
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tained in the ſcriptures, they doubt no- 
thing at all, to thꝛuſt vpon vs ſache 
doctrines as are cleane contrarie — 
the 
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the ſcriptures, as the religious ble any 
wozlhippingof Jmages , the foꝛbidding 
of marriage and meates, the robbuMg of 
the lape people of the one halte of the 
Lozdes Supper, J meane the Satrament 
of his blod, and ſuche lyke matters as 
be molt directly contrarie, to the woꝛd 
of God, expꝛeſſed in the holie ſcriptures. 
As though it were poſſible, that GD 
ſhouldse haue one wozde witten, and 
an other vnwzitten, which is contrarie 
to that which is w2itten, whiche gapps 
beeing once lapde open, what certeintie 
, of trueth can wer haue in the woꝛzide: 
In vapne was it ſaide by our Damoure 
Chꝛiſte, vnto his Father, fo2 our inſtruc? 
tion. Thy worde i the trueth, if there 
be not a certapne and perpetuall teſti 
mony of that woꝛde, which is alwapes 
Ipke it ſelſe, alwayes the ſame , and 
Wwherevnto all thinges that are god doe 
agree. Fo2 vnto trueth all thinges are 
conſonant in it ſelfe, but falſhode by 
and by is contrarie vnto trueth, and ol⸗ 
ten times vnto it ſelfe. The wozde of God 
waitten, ſaieth expzeſlp, Thou _ 
no 
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not make to thy ſelfe) in the bſe of religid, 
betauſe it is a commandement of the firſt 
Table) Any grauen image, oꝛ likeneſſe of 
any thing, thou ſhalt not fall downe fo 
them, and wozſhip them. This notwiths 
ſtanding the Papiſtes will beare vs in 
hand, the wozde of God vnwaitten ſaieth 
the contrarp, thou ſhalt make to thy ſelfe 
grauen images, ſoꝛ religion,. thou ſhalt fal 
downe to them, and woꝛſhip them. The 
Scripture telleth vs, by a cleete renelati- 
on of the ſpirit, that it was the dockrine ol 
Diuels to fozbivde meate and marriage, 
fo: holineſſe, and religion. The Papiſtes 
tell vs that it is the Churches authozitie, 
which is equal with the ſcriptures, which 
foꝛbiddeth meats t marriage. The trueth 
wꝛitten ſaith: Dꝛ inke re all of this, they 
dꝛanke all of it, Let a man examin himſelf 
and let him eate of this bꝛead, c d2inke of 
this cup: But the vnwzitten veritie of the 
Papiſts, ſaith in the Cenſtantian conncell. 
The lape people ſhall not dꝛinke of that 
cuppe at all, but the Pꝛieſtes only. Theſe 
contradictions cannot poſſibly bee both 
true, wherfo2e wee mult needes hold it fog 
an vndoubted pzinciple, 9 whatſocuer is 
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contrary to the woꝛd of god, w2itte is not 
the woꝛde of God, becaule it is not true. 

Foz although Papiſts are not ſo courte- 
aus, to the holy ſcriptures, to acknowlegs 
that they are perfed, and doe containe at 
the full, all truth neccCary foz vs to be 
knwne fo2 our ſaluation: pet nature her 
ſelfe denieth vnto them this hozrible abs 
ſurditie, that any thing contrary to truth. 
ſhoulde bee true. Seeing therefoze they 
dare not fo2 ſhame ſay,the (cripture is vn⸗ 
true:let them bee aſhamed to auouch any 
thing foz truth, which is contrary to the 
Scripture Andalbeitit were (as they 
ſap)that they had another wo2de of God, 
beſide that which is wzitten in the bokes 
of the Canonicall @cripturs : yet were it 
madnes to make it contrary to the Scrip⸗ 
ture, and blaſpemie to make it of greater 
authozie then then the Scripture. Foꝛ the 
woꝛde of God howe ener it ber expꝛeſſen. 
is al wapes of equall authoꝛitie. Ther⸗ 
fo:e to boaſt of ſuche a woꝛde of God vn⸗ 
witten. as ſhoulde bee of authozitie to ab⸗ 
rogate the woꝛde ol GDD wzitten, oz ta 
controul the ſame, oꝛ to diſpeſe with any 
commaundement of the ſame, * 
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then the ſame written woꝛd allo weth:is 
a blaſphemsus bꝛagge of ſatamicall pꝛide, 
and cam be no ſuer teſtimonie of p truth 
of Gods woꝛde. Such is the pzeſumptu- 
ous boaſting of the Papiſtes, concerning 
the authozie, of their tradition, of their 
church, of their Pope, which they aduance 
lo highly, as y they ber ol power to change 
what pleaſeth them in the woꝛde ol God 
wzitten, to diſpoſe with what pꝛeteptes 
they liſt, yea euen thoſe, that nature her 
ſelf will not diſpenſe withall: which bꝛag, 
what other thing doth it impoꝛt, but that 
they haue a woꝛde of God in their traditi⸗ 
on⸗ Church, oz Pope, which is of greater 
autho2itic then the woꝛd of God waitte in 
the holy ſcriptures, which is plain in that 
they challenge authozitie, not onlp ot in⸗ 
terpꝛeting of Striptures, as they liſte.a- 
gainſt grãmer, againſt the pꝛopertie of the 
tongue, againſt reaſon, againſt þ ſcripturs 
it ſeife,in other plates, againſt the plaine 
tircuſtdces of the ſame places: but alſo to 
giue c2edit q alowãce, euer to þ holy ſcrip⸗ 
tures theſelues, w ſhould haue no credite 
of theſetues,but by meanes of their appꝛo 
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that it is of power, to giue equall credit: 
vnto p Apocrifall wzitings of men, which 
the holy Scriptures inſpired of God, vpon 
which ground they haue receiued into the 
Cannon of the holy Scriptures,the Apa 
crifall bokes of Eccleſiaſticus, Tobye, lu» 
dith, Machabees, and ſuch like, to bet of e: 
quall authozte and credite, with the bokes 
of the Lawe, the P2ophefes , and the 
Pfalmmes, and with the Goſpels,andE- 
piſtles of the new Zeſtament : although 
they confeſſe that the Church of God bes 
fo:e the incarnation of Chꝛiſt, did al waies 
take them fo2 the Apocrifall, and none 9/ 
ther wiſe were thep taken of theCharche 
of Chꝛiſte, foꝛ many hundꝛed yerres after 
his paſſton, But this is to farre out of 
ſquare,that they are not content moſt in 
turioufly to accuſe the holy @criptures of 
imperfection and vnſufficiencie, but they 
will glozy of Gods wo2de to be in their 
poſſeſſion, of greater autho2itte, then that 
which is contained in the holy ſcriptures. 
Well, let that paſſe,and let vs ſee whether 
wee haus not ſufficient teſtimonie in the 
holy Scriptures, to pzone that they 
are perfect and ſufficient any that the 
| wozde 
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woꝛd of trueth contained in them, is a full 

ind abſolute rule of all doctrine neteſſarit 

to eternall ſaluatien. The Lo2de by 
Moſeschargeth, that only which her com De 2 
maunded, t Moſes did wzite,tobep:acti- 

(>. Therefoꝛe the woꝛde witten was a 
ſuffictent inſtruction foz any thing that 

ſhoulde bre done to the pleaſure of GYM] D 
andzjcoples ſaluation. Alſo he foꝛbid⸗ Dear. 4. & 
deth them to adde any thing to it, 20 12 
take any thing from if, which hee had de⸗ 
lineredin wꝛiting, wherefoꝛe there was 

no want, there was no ſuperfluitie inthat 

wzitten woꝛde. The P2ophet Dauid 

in an hundꝛed places of his Pſalmes; ex⸗ 

tolloth the vtilitie,ſufficiencie, and perfe- 

tion of the ſame lawe of God witten. 

Euery verſe almoſt of the r19./Pſalme 

doth let out the execllencie of that doctrine 

Lhe pzophet Elay ſheweth 5 the people of Ee. 1. 
god fox al queſtios muſt reſoꝛt to the law 

and to the teſtimonie. The Prophet Ma- 

lachy, which was the laſt of the Pꝛophets 

that god ſent to teach by reuelation extra- 
02dinary,referreth the people vnto vᷣ law 

of Moſes, as ſuffictent to direct them vn⸗ 

till the comming of Chꝛiſte. OO 
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in theparable of Luke 16. ſenveth che rich 
mans flue bꝛeth zen vnto the Laws: am 
Pꝛophets, as ſufficient to teach them. that 
they come not into the place of tozments; 
Dur Sauiour Ch iſt himſelt, willeth the 
Jewes and all them that will knouhim 
to ſearch the Scriptures. Search the ſerip⸗ 
tures (ſaith he) foꝛ in tim loke to ane 
ternall life, ⁊ the ſame are they that haare 
witneſle of me. But perhaps you wil ſay; 
they were deceiued in that they thoaghtts 
attaine eternall liſe, by the doarine of thy 
ſcriptures, as alone being ſuſticient . Chi 
hears what our ſauiour Chꝛiſt affirineth 
in this lame pꝛaier. This is eternaii lifes 
they may know ther the only true God 
Jeſus Chꝛiſte whom thou haſt ſent But 
the kno wledgeof Gove Chailt are ſuifl⸗ 
cientiy to bee loarned out of the hol ſcrip 
tares:therfozc þ daarine of the holy ſcrip 
tures is ſuſticit᷑t, to the attaining of euer 
laſting life.. Paul ſaith, p what thinges 
ſoeuer art waitten befoze,they are wꝛitti 
ſoʒ dur learning. yth2ough pat iente an 
comfo2tof the ſcriptures wer might haue 
hope. This is little tothe purpoſe, will 
ſome Papiſt ſay,that all the ſcripture is 
fo; our learning, ſ&ing it is not thereby 
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\P2wueb, - that it is ſufficient fo; our lears 

ning. Noir, but mark the end al this lear- 

ning, that wer may heare dy the ſcripture 

this, that we may haue hope. And know 

you not, that hope maketh not albamed? ]. 
Chat by ht pe we are ſaued: ®ceing then Bo 
wee may. have ſufficient learning bythe Rows 
ſcripture to naue hope, 2 by hope wer max 
aue ſaluatid:18 it not manifeſt, 5 by holy 
ſcriptures e may be abundantiy inſtru⸗ 

ten vnto ſaluatis, And what nade we any 

far fetehed arguments, when the Apoſtle 

ſaith in erpzeſſo woꝛds; the ſtripaures are 
able to man vs wiſe vnto ta uatiõ. Chep 

are the very woꝛdes of the holy Ohoſt/vi⸗ 
Laenge from hi lanat, hohad © ar 

learned p holy@riptures, whithi are able 

{laith be make thæ wiſeuntoſaiuared, 
thzough the lanth of Jeſus Chai ¶Mould 
anpinithiixfter ſo maniſeũ u teſtuni. 
nis ol þ hoty ts bꝛuumht tit fo; 

the ſufficiecie dfþ hol ſcriptures that the 
papiſts durſt toʒ wozldly ſhaine,although 
- they be voidof the feare ol god ta cõtinue 

in their impudt paradoxe ; ati truthis 
| not taught in the holy ſcripumes: That 

the holyDcriptures, doe not containe the 

whole truth of gods wozd in ſuch perfectis 


Te 


erma ACNEC 


Bat ad 
ttt ma rc offowe ache (il 
— ie. which cannot ber 2 — 
haly ſcriptures * 8 = 
— —— ſaluatian, 
0 BN er erect ether — 
| which compꝛehended in the holy Dcrips 
I pe yay ot * 
— —— 7. 
= which coulde not — 
thr eee anyirneth ea — 
— — ound 4 

* 9 — 5 

f Ws $4 


in righteonſnes, 
een ee 
— — vnto eugry god wozk, 
. — — prtorx⸗ 

— — mr 
— Tub ſap the api 2 
3 — 
eee an = in 


1 if 
7 16072 | 


ESTREASTER 


2 
=, 


- SOM FTSE Ai 


by A. | 5 4 


inthe Seriptuies. Vocaith the' — 
ture is pꝛoſtable to teach, he ſaith not, it 

is ſuffictent to teach. Pany thinges are 
pofitable and god helpes, which pet ber 
neither neceſſary,noz ſufficient; and ſuche 
a thing is the (cripture without the which 
the Church hath cõtinued neere two thou⸗ 
ſande yerres,and ſo might haue continued 
ſtill, but that God hath added the aide of 
the ®criptures as p;ofitable to teache, to: 
impꝛwue, to cozrec,and inffruc;- and pet 
itfolloweth not, that the Scriptures as 
lone, are (yfficient and able toinfkructe, 
a: Chaiſtian man in all thinges that it is 
niedefull foz him to knowe. But there ber 
other teſtimonies of Gods woꝛde, where⸗ 
hy manp thinges are taught, thich are 
taught in the {ceiptures,and pet ber as ne⸗ 
teſſurp to bee knowne & pꝛaciſed of Chꝛi⸗ 
ttans; as any taught in the facriptures. 

What things are theſe J pꝛay vou: They 
will an were ths miſterie of the bleſſed 
Trinitie, the ſaxvaghents ot the Church, 
the baptiſme-ovidants, the perpetaal vis 
xinitte of Marp un ſuch like; Concerning 
the myſterie of the bleed evertaſting 
een if SONY kaun, x 
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inuinciblyþ;oned by the holy' ſcriptures: 
the Chureg in old tune labozed in vaine: 
to pzoue it and defend it aut ol the Scrip⸗ 
tures againſt ſo many hereſies as Satan 
raiſed vp agaualt it. But they wil vage vs 
to ſhew;zwhere we finde the Trinitie once 
named in the {criptarcs? A periltans que / 
ſtion, wee finde thꝛer perlons ol the God 
head plainly and perfcaly niſtinguiſhed hy 
the holy Scriptures: then what vnreala; 
nable beaſt is hee that will contend of ehe 
name, whe the thing is certain? Likelwile 
A ſapofthename of ſacramẽts, although; it 
be not applied in the Scripture vnto baps 
tiſme # the Loꝛds Dupper:pet that which 
is the definition of a ſacrament, is cltereip 
in the ſcripture aduouche dot theſe mill. 
tall actions. The name uf Sacrament 
is boꝛrowed ol the Latine ſprech. in which 
no part of ſeripture wasfirſtwaitte:fAs 
ſoʒqᷓ baptiſm of infãts, ſhal haue occals 
to ſpeak ol it hereafter n py meane tune; 
IJ ap, the papiſts arcuetyſauourable wu⸗ 
toy Ababaptiſi s, whith me 5 baptiſmia 
of tnfants:tannot be pi out of the ho⸗ 
ie ſcriptures, a ſa ſtrengthen them in their 
hereſie. Touching the perpetualt-virgiil} 
tie ot arp, it it bentedful to ſaluatiꝭ * 
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it honld be knowne of enery Chꝛiſtian, 


it is vndoubtedly taught in the ſcriptures 
if it bee not taught in the (ſcriptures „ 
it is nothing neceſlarp to euerlaſting ſal⸗ 
uation . Foꝛ to top the mouth of this im⸗ 
pudent and arrogant cauiller, againſt the 
ſutficiencie of the holy ſcriptures, the holy 
Gholke hav immediatly befoze pꝛouided: 
where the Apoltle ſhewing what vtilitie 
he ſpake of, namely that which is both ne⸗ 
ceſſarie andſufficient, ſaid that the ſcrip⸗ 
ture was able to make a man wiſe vnto 
faluation. Therefoze the Scripture is ſa 
pꝛofitable, chat it is alſo neceſſary to giue 
knowledge ol ſaluation. And it is ſo pzofis' 
table p it is alſo ſufficient,+ able to mini⸗ 
ſter abundance of heauenly wiledome, to 
the attainment ol eternall ſaluation. D 
blinde 4 ſhimeletle tauillers, Þ cannot oꝛ 
will not ſer y is written in the verſe im⸗ 
mediatly going befoze,able to put p whole 
matter out ol cõtrouerſie. But let vs pet 
tdſider moꝛe bf the ir ſhameles ſhifts: Ad⸗ 
mit the papiſts ſee not theſe woꝛdes going 
befoze & ſhoulde not bee vꝛged with them. 
Doth not this very tert in the apoſtle 
comendeth p vtilitie of þ holy ſeriptures⸗ 
ſet f@zth alſo the ſufficiencic of the ſame? 
D 3 Doth 


ASermonpreache 
Doth not the Apoſtle ſay, the Scripturs 
is ſo pꝛofitable, that the man of God ther⸗ 
by map ber perfect and th2oughly inſtru⸗ 
&cd vnto every god wozke? Who woulde 
require greater perſpicuitte oꝛ plainnes, if 
hee meane to ſet his beleefe, and not to 
maintaine his erroꝛ: Yet ſe what Cob⸗ 
webs the ſpider weaueth to cover p light, 
of this text from the eyes of the tgnozant, 
and ſuch as wilfully ber obſtinate. The 
man of God ſaith hee, in this place is not 
taken generally ſo2 enery godly man, but 
ſpecially foz the Miniſter of the Churche, 
the Miniſter of God. Zherefoze although 
the Piniſter of God may be made perfect 
by the doctrine of the Scriptures, it follos 
weth not that enery man may bee ſo likes 
wiſe. Albeit the Piniſter bath his whols 
duetie taught by the holy Scriptures, yet pet 
hath not euerp one of the people his dutie 
th2oughly taught in the Scriptures, that 
he may bee made perfect and pꝛepared to 
every god wozke , Foz enery god 
wozke in that place, doeth ſignifie the 
whole woꝛke oz office of the miniſter on- 
Iy, and not of the people alſo, Uhat 
can wer anſwere to this? 
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Firſt J am content to vnderffande tho 
man of God in this text, ſpecially foꝛ the 
miniſter of God, as the quarreller ſaith: 
and what haue wer loſt therby: The ſerip⸗ 
ture is ſufficient to make the miniſter of - 
god perfect, which hath p charge of all the 
people, to make them perfect, and there- 
foze; pea much rather it is ſufficient, to 
makecuery one of the people perfect and 
th:oughiy infkructed foevery god wozke. 
Foz what is the office of the miniſter of 
God, is it not to teach, to impꝛwue, to toz⸗ 
rect, to inſtruc in righteouſnelle. The 
ſcripture is pzofitable fo2 al theſe purpoſes 
even bnfo the perfection of the man of 
God, therefoze there wanteth nothing of 
ſufficiencie in the holy Scriptures. Foz 
what ſhall he teach, but true doctrine? 
and howe is the Scripture profitable to 
make him perfect vnto doctrine, except it 
bee able fo teache him all true dectrme⸗ 
What ſhall hee repꝛoue but errours i he⸗ 
reſies, ił the Scripture bee not able to con⸗ 
uinte all hereſies and falſe opinions tou⸗ 
thing religion, how is it able to make him 
perfect to that part of his office, which c6- , 
D3 Afilteth 


A Sermon preached, 
ſiſteth in repzouing and connincing of er⸗ 
roꝛs, and Ycretikes. Againe, what 
ſhall hee cozrect,but vices and ſinnes, that 
are committed againſt Gods commande⸗ 
ments? But howe ſhoulde her bee able to 
co2rec them by the Dcriptures,if whatſo- 
euer is ſinne may not be repꝛehended and 
condemned by the authoꝛitie of the ſcrip⸗ 
tures? 

Finally, howe ſhall her inſtruct in 
righteouſneſle, to the perfect diſcharge of 
his office, by the pꝛoper, ableneſſe of the 
ſcriptures, it there bee any wozks of righ⸗ 
teouſnes acceptable vnto God, which are 


not commanded 02 comended in the holye 


Scriptures, Thus you ſe, the myſt eaſily 
dꝛiuen away, ⁊ the cleere light of the truth 
gloziouſly Hining to the ſhame # confult- 
on, of althe enimies of the holy ſcriptures 
among whom the papiſts are not the leſt, 
which in no lauce can abide, that the holy 
ſcriptures inſpired of god ſhould beer ſufti⸗ 
cient to teſtiſie ſo much of Gods woꝛde 
vnto vs, as ſhould be neceſſary to ſaluati⸗ 
on of our ſaules. but being thus ſhamelul⸗ 
Ip ouerthꝛowne, ⁊ put to Might, will they 


gine ouec and -yeelde to the truthe ,N0 
they 
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they are frozen in the dꝛegges of their er⸗ 
roʒ. They will not ceaſe to quarreil, vn 
til they leaue to liue. Foz what other ſtar⸗ 
ting hole haue they now trow pou, to a⸗ 
noide the foꝛce ot the truth, infoꝛcing the 
ſufficiencie of the ſcriptures by this teſti⸗ 
monie of the holy Ghoſt? Fozſoth thep 
ſay that Saint Paules woꝛdes are not to 
bie under ſtod ok all the whole Scripture, 
but of euer boke, pea of euer tert and 
ſentence of the Scripture, which is pꝛoli⸗ 
table to teach, to impꝛoue , to coꝛrett.to ins 
ſtruct:but all true dodrine is not taught in 
every boke oꝛ ſentence of the Scripture, 
therefoꝛe the ſufficiencie of the (ſcripture 
is not taught by this text. J maruell they 
ſay not that Saint Baule ſpeaketh of e- 
rp woꝛde, lillable,o2 letter p̊ is wꝛitten 
in the Bible, in which is ſome pꝛofite to 
teach, to impꝛwue, to coꝛred. and mlkruc, 
but not to teache all thinges needefull to 
bee knowne. They might as well ſap, 
that Saint Paule ſpeaketh of. enery 
fingular wo2de , as of cuery particu⸗ 
lar boke, t ſeuerall ſenfence ot᷑ the ſcrip⸗ 
ture. But howe can it bee pzoued that 
he ſpeaketh not ol euerꝑ boke oz ſentence 
D4 ſeuered 
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fenered from the reſt, but of the whole 


body of Dcripture? Nay, what is moze 
eaſe to pzone then that? (hen hee (peas 
keth of the ®cripture, Co as it is able to 
make the man of God abſolute, and per⸗ 
fectly inſtructed vnto euerp god woꝛke, oz 
vnto the whole god wozke of his miniſte⸗ 
rie. Euer ſeueral boke,and much leſſe e⸗ 
very ſentence of the ſcripture is not able ta 
make the man of God perfect in all partes 
of his off ice,no2 thzoughly pꝛepared vnto 
every god wozke,therefozeit is moſt eui⸗ 
dent,that the Apoſtle ſpeaketh not of eue⸗ 
ry ſeuerall boke oz ſentence, but of the 
whole body of the holy @criptures , in 
which Timothy was inſtructed, and which 
he ſaid befoze,was able te make him wiſe 
vnto ſaluatiõ. Foꝛ neither euery ſentence 
no; eueryboke of the holy ſcripture, doth 
containe ſufficient wiſedome vnto eter⸗ 
nall ſaluation , but the whole body of 
ſcriptures is able to make any man wiſe 
unto ſaluation, thzough faith in Jeſus 
Chꝛiſte. There foꝛe it is certaine, that 
this tert is to bee vnderſf@od of the whole 
Scripture, and that wozde 7a pu, 
is ſo to bee tranſlated, the whole ſcripture 
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62 all the ſcripture, and not euerie ſcrip⸗ 
ture. But pet blinde malice, cannot ceaſe 
to rapſe a duſt, to blemiſhe the glozie of 
Gods truth pertedly expꝛeſſed, in his ho- 
ly ſcriptures. - This text (ſaiech the Pa⸗ 
piſt) was written by 9, Paule,befoze the 
new Teſtament was put in wziting,and 
recelued in the Church. Therefoze it muſt 
needes be vnderſtod of the ſcripture of the 
olde Teſfament only. Wherefoze it is 
not like, that Saint Paul would affirme, 
the olve Teſtament ſufficiently to cõtain 
the woꝛde of God. Foz thenthe additt- 
on of ſo many bokes of the newe Teſta⸗ 
ment, were altogether ſuperfluous, which 
abſurditie that wer may auoide, wee muſt 
nedes ſay, that Saint Paules meaning 
was to teache vs that enerte ſcripture is 
p;ofitable, but not that the whole ſcrip⸗ 
ture as it was at that time, was ſufficis 
ent. So that there is no text, to pꝛue, 
that the whole ſcripture as it is now.con⸗ 
taining both the old and new Teſtament, 
is ſufficient foz a Chꝛiſtian mans perfect 
inſtruction, but that hee muſt recetue the 
wo2de of God from the Churches mouth, 
although it be not regiſtred in the old Te- 
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ſtament oz the newe- This argument be⸗ 
ing of a late inuention, pleaſeth the Pa 
piſtes out of meaſure, inſomuch that they 
clappe their handes at it, and thinke them 
ſelues clearly diſcharged of that Texte, 
But bows vapne, howe ſfwliſhe, hows 
ridiculous it is, and vnwoꝛthie of any 
mans eſtimation, J will plainly open 


vnto you. Firſt it is not denped but 


Saint Paule in this texte, ſpeaketh eſpe⸗ 


cially of the ſcripture of the olde Teſta⸗ 
ment, nat only becauſe all bokes of the 
newe Teſtament were not then witten, 
although many were, but alſo becauſe the 
apoſtle ſpeaketh ofthat ſcripture in knows 
ledge wherin Timothie had been bzought 
pp from his infancy, which ſhould be none 
other but the lawe andthe P2ophets, the 
ſcriptures ofthe olde Teſtament, But if 
it may bee pꝛoued that the ſcripture of the 
olde Teſtament did ſufficiently containg 
the woꝛde ol God, as it hath beene pꝛa⸗ 
ued alreadie, to make men wiſe vnto ſal⸗ 
nation, then much moꝛe abundantly the 
ſcripture both of the olde and new Teſta⸗ 
ment, containeth the whole — 
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God, a perfect truth, cuen that woꝛde of 
God, which cur Sauieur Chziſt in this 
his pꝛaper affirmeth to be the truth. Foz 
of all the reaſons that euer J heard, this 
that nowe pleaſeth them ſo much, is molt 
woꝛthie to be laughed at, and hiſled out of 
all Chziſtian Scholes, not only by lear⸗ 
ned men, but euen by women and chil⸗ 
den. I the ſcripture ot the olde Teſta⸗ 
ment be ſufficient (lay they) the new Te⸗ 
ſtament is ſuper fluous. Is there no mean 
betweene ſufficiency and ſuperfluitie? A 
| man that hath wherewith to pꝛouide him 
the elfe of meate and dꝛink, apparell and lod⸗ 
WF ging ok the meaneſt loꝛte, hath ſufficient 
lo his liuing. But if any thing be added 
to this ſufficiency, wil you ſap it is ſuper⸗ 
fluitie. Is there no ble of riches, oꝛ abuns 
dance aboue ſufficiency, but it is by & by 
luperflaitic. The ſcripture of the olde Te⸗ 
ſtament cõtaineth the woꝛd of God luffi- 
cientlp foz mens ſaluation, but the news 
Teſtament added therevnto, containeth 
no new ſubſtance oz matter of doctrine, 02 
article of belicfe , neceſſarie to ſaluation, 
bat the ſame auncient and eternall wo2de 
of Ood moſt richly; moſt plentifully.moſt 
abundantlp. Wheres 
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Wherefoze that the Apoſtle giueth thy 
commendation of ſufficiency , vnto the 
ſcripture of the old Teſtament, yet lofar 
of, that it ſhould hinder the credite- of the 
whole ſcripture, which nowe the Church 
eniopeth, that it doeth a great deale moze 
magnifically ſet fozth the vnſearchable 
treaſures of Gods wiſdom and holy wozd 
reuealed moze at large, moze plainly,any 
openly ſet fa2th in the time of the Goſpel, 
then it was reuealed 02 ſet foꝛth vnder the 
law.Wherfoze we may not reaſon w the 
papiſts if the ſcripture of the old teſtamit 
had been ſufficient, the newe ſhould hang 
bene ſaperflu2ns, but confrartwile,ifthe 
vide Teſtament were ſutficient, the ſcrips 
ture of the newe and olde together mul 
ntedes be abundant. That the ſcripture 
ofthe old Teſtament contained ſufficient 
inſtruction, vnto eternall life, hath bene 
pꝛoued alreadie ſufficiently, and pet fo} 
moꝛe clearneſſe, 3 will adde other reaſds 
and authoꝛities, to pꝛoue the ſame richly 
and abundantly, The whole doctrine of 
the Goſpell of Chꝛiſt, is contained in the 

fcriptares of the olde Teſtament, Which 

is ſufficient foz a Chꝛiſtian mans inſtrut⸗ 

tion, thereſoꝛe there is no want, no2 im⸗ 

perfection, 
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h te perfection, no vnſufficiency, of if the ſub⸗ 
tante of doarine, in the ſcripture of the 

i fa olve Teſtawent, Saint Paule in this ve⸗ 
tie place, exhozteth Timothy to continue 

in thole thinges whiche hee had learned, 

nd whiche were committed vnto him: 
knowing ol whome he had learnedthem, 
namely of the Apoſtle, and ſecondly of 
the holy ſcriptures, in which her had berne 
inſtructed from an infant, which were a- 
ble to make him wiſe vnto ſaluation. Mee 
you nat here moſt plainly, that the. ſame 
thinges which Timothy had learned of 
Paule, and which were committed vnts 
him, that her might perfectly fulfill the 
wozke of an Euangeliſt (which cannot be 
xcepte hee pꝛeache the Goſpell perfectly) 
were contained in the ſcripture of the olds 
Tefament, which her had knowne from 
achilde, which @criptures were not able 
to make him oz anꝝ man wile vnto ſalua⸗ 
ton, ercepte they contained all articles of 
Ch:iltian doctrine, which a chꝛiſtian man 
is bound to know and beleue. And ther- 
hae vpon this ground, her inferreth, that 
the whole ſcripture is p2ofitableto furniſh 
the man of God vnts all partes ot his ol⸗ 
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god woꝛke. Beſide this, the holy Ghot®iy 
the Aces of the Apoſtles, commendeth the 
Berhzans, that they reteiued the wozdaf 
God, with all readines of mind, daily ſeats 
ching the ſcriptures, if theſe thinges were 
ſo as y Apoltles pzeached. Park this text 
diligently, they receiued the woꝛd ok al res 
dines, as it was pzeachedby the Apolties! 
but they admitted nothing ſoꝛ the wozd er 
God, but that they kound, to haue ground 
and cõdr mation in þ er iptures, in p law; 
e the pzophets: wherfoze the apoſtles pꝛea 
ching 5 Goſpel, pꝛeached none other wozF 
of god. but that which was cõtained in the 
ſcriptures of the old Teſtamẽt. Foz if they 
had pꝛeathed any vnwꝛittẽ verifies, hows 
thoaid the Berhæans haue found the ſame 
in theſcriptures? And what ſpeak J of 
Apoſtles:euen their loꝛd maiſter. 
of God, the woꝛd of Go; the truth of God 
offereth his whole doctrine to be tried by 
the ſeriptures of the old teſtamẽt. my 
p lcriptures (ſaith her) ko; in the you t 

to haue euerlaſting life; they are the ſ 
5 beare witnes — Her teſtiñeth alſo 
all things that are w2itt#of him in þ law, 
t thep2ophets,x in the plalmes, muſt be e 
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woſtles fopzearh h Boſpel. t perfozmics 
tall things that were wꝛitten in the law 
t the pꝛophets. Be openeth their vnderſtã⸗ 
ding that they might vnderlka the lerip⸗ 
tures, which contained the wozde of God 
perfectly x ſufficiently, although the ſame 
in the new teſtament e doctrine of — 
ling, be ſet fozthmozerichly, moze 

fally;x moze plainly. And leſt pou — 
think this ſafficiency of the ſcriptures, to 


haue been only after all thebwkes of p old 
teſtament were wyzitten, which were ma⸗ 


nyhundꝛeth peeres fro the firſt to the laſt. 
Do that from Poſes vntill Malachy, -- oz 
op | fromthe beginning ol the wozlve bntill 
| Malachies pꝛophecp, was recriued, there 


ihe was no ſufficientp ot true doctrine contai⸗ 
the ned in the ſcripture; F will plainly pzwus 


nutwyou, that tr the time that the woe 
O D was firſt deliuered in Waiting, 


v | there was ſafficiency in that ſcriptcirefo; 


teperfeat infkrucion of the church of that 
time-And what ſoeuer bokes of ſeriptars 


ber after ward added, was but a larger 


$ | opening, and playner demonſtration of 
che lame, as DD in wiſedome and 
— anaoths. 
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foz enerie ageof the Church; and his 
ple lining in thoſe times. The ſiue 


of Poles was the ficlk fcxipture,that wag Ji 
deliuered vnto the Church, which contaie | 


ned a perfect and moſt ſufficient doctring 
of all thinges tobe knowne and done,; 
that peoples fo2 the attainment of 

life: the other bokes that followed, wen 
but enlargementes and interpꝛetattonꝝ 
the ſame doctrine, that wax contained in 
thoſe fine bokes. Foz if they had bern 
additions oof any ne we doctrine, they im 
biene contrarie to the pzohtbition of the 
ſame law, and ſubiect to the curſeof So 
Pea the pꝛintipall trialiof all P2ophetes 
that ſucceeded,was by the ſame lawe Ju 


ſomuch that if a P2ophet;;- m dzeamer 4 


dzeamed did ariſe, which taught another 
God, oꝛ an other wozſhip of God, not (| 
koꝛth in the la we, her was thereby dine 


ed, to be a falſe pꝛophet, although he could 
tell befo2e of thinges that came to 

oz wozkemy2acles;” This argued ſuffi 
ently the perfection of the-voctrine conta 
ned in that iawe, againſt which no ſignes | 
02 mwacies. Mould be credited. Allo id 
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geth them to obſerue and dos 

pn bi apron of the lawe 

of Poles, that they turne not there from, 

' I neither.to the right hande, noz to the left, 
that is they doe neither moze no2 leſſe, but 
that is waitten in the holy ſcripture, ther⸗ 
foze the bake of the lawe of Poſes was 
perfect and ſt; ficient, foz the inſtruction 
of that peop.2. And what ſayeth our 
Dauiour Chꝛiſt vnto the Saduces which 
receiued.no parte of the olde Teſtament 
but only the flue bokes of Poſes: Docth 
he not lap, they erred, becauſe they 
knows not the Scriptures and power of 
God? - And what Scriptures but the 
ſcripture of thoſe fiue bokes,out of which 
he doeth ſo pithily and ceffectually pꝛoue 
the article of the reſurrection of the dead, 
that he ſtopped the mouthes of thoſe ob⸗ 
ſtinate and arrogant heretikes. And 
who doubteth? but cuen as that one ar- 
ticle of the reſurrection, was by our Sa⸗ 
niour Chzilt ſo ſubſtantially pzoued, ſo 
all other articles of Ch2iſfian beliefe,by 


that dinine wiſedome of his, might as 


neceſſarily be concluded out of thoſe flue 
E bokes 


bokes of Moſes. This greg BONE 
remembꝛed that it was neither neceſſatig 
noz conuenient, foz the Church of thoſs 
times,vnto which theſe bones alone wert 
tommitted: to vnderſtand oz know, thele 
articles of our beleefeſo plainly, diſtina⸗ 
ly,ſo largely, as they were after renealey 
by the Pꝛophets, t eſpecially by the fcrip- 
tures of the new Teſtament. But that al 
neceſſarypoints of falnatio,t enery thing 
there to belonging, was ſufficiently e per- 
fectly ſet fw2th in thoſe ſcripturesz which 
the wiſdom of God thought to be tonnen 
ent fs; their inſtrucion: So p they ſhoulde 
not depend vpõ the vncertain credit ol mi 
but al waies haue the touchſtone of Gon 
wozd contained in his holy wꝛiting ini 


red by his ſpirit, to trye # examine all dot 


trines x teachers thereby, But now ÿ we 
baue ſhewed, that the holie ſcripture isn 
ſufficicnt E molt pl tifull teſtimony of the 
woꝛd of God, let vs ſer, what other witns 
ot Gods woꝛd, the Papiſts woulde thzul 
bpon vs. The woꝛd of God (lay they, ) be- 
five which is contained in the ſcriptures, 
is continued alfo partly by — part⸗ 
Iy is reuealed by the ſentence and oꝛacle ol 
the church · z of the chiefe ſhepheard therof 
which is the Pope, all which is ol equal. 
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aukhoꝛitie and certaintie, with that which 
is contained in the holie ſcriptures. And 
firft concerning tradition: the ſcriptare it 
ſelfe, doth teſtifie,thatit is to be receiued, 
whether it be by waiting, oz vnwaitten. 
Foz ſo the Apoſtle comaundeth the Thel⸗ 
ſalonians, ſaping: old fall the traditios, 
which you haue learnsd, whether it be by 

woꝛd of mouth, oꝛ by our Epiftle. So ſay 

they, the ſcripture it ſelf commandeth vn⸗ 

wꝛitten verities, & tradifions,befide the 
ſcripture, to be holden faſt, and not to bee 
deſpiſed: therefoze the ſcripture alone is 
not ſufficient, to teache vs the woꝛde of 
truth, but we muſt alſo leane vnto vn⸗ 
wꝛitten traditions. There is no Papiſt 
almoſt, that openeth his mouth, oz ſetteth 


bis pen to paper, to defend tradition, but 


this is the pꝛincipall bulwarke, to main⸗ 
tain bnwzitten verities reteiued by tradi⸗ 
tion. A ſoꝛe place J pꝛomiſe you. Out of 
which if vou will gather rightly,you muſt 
thus cõclude. Saint Paul had taught the 
Theſſalonians, partly by pzeaching, and 
partly by w2iting,and taught the truth in 
both neceſſary to be reteined,therfoze the 
holy ſcripture doth not contain al doctrine 


needlul vnto ſaluation. Oꝛ thus. S. Paule 
E 2 in 


2. Tbeſca. 
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in one oz fwo Epiſties, had not compze- 
hended all neceſſarie truth, therefoze all 
neceſſary truth is not compꝛehended in 
all the bokes of the ſcripture. 
Foz he ſpeaketh not of traditions, that 
were no where wzitten, but not wzit⸗ 
ten in his Epiſtle, Signikping what- 
ſoener he did deliver vnto them, either 
by worde of mouth, oz by his Epiſtle, 
was the truth of GWD, Whiche they 
were bounde to beleeue, and pet be de⸗ 
linered nothing foz any doctrine of ſal- 
nation bnto them, but that whiche ha 
confirmed by the ſcriptures of the olde 
Teſtament, as it is manifelf by p which 
. Luke repo2teth of their neighbours 
the Berthzans which dayly ſearched the 
ſcriptures, if thoſe thinges which Sainf 
Paul taught. were ene ſo. Wherfoze this 
place doth nothing fauour buwzitten tra⸗ 
ditions, 5̊ are altogether beſide the holie 
ſcripture, but only ſuch as are not contai- 
ned in the firſt + ſecond Epiſtle to þ Thel⸗ 
ſalonians,but were pꝛeached by S. Paul, 
and tried by the ſcriptures. The ſtrongeſt 
bulwarke being thus raſed & made cuen 
with the ground: what fozce can there bes 
| in 
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in their other feeble foztreſſes?why do you 
ſo exclaime againſt tradition, vnwzitten 
veritie, ſtriue ſo much foz your Caſtle of 
only ſcripture ſay they: know pou not that 
the Churche of God continued moze then 
two thouſand peares without any wozde 
of the Bible w2itten:4 how was the wozd 
of God then continued, but by vnwzitten 
traditid: There is not therfoze ſuch necel⸗ 
ſitie of the ſcriptures,ſeing y church could 
ſolong continue the pillar 4 ſtay of truth, 
without the,but yp nowe hauing the (crip- 
tures fo wilneſſe of ſome parte of Gods 
woꝛd, ſher may cõtinue the reſt þ is necel⸗ 
ſary, foz the inſtruction of Gods people by 
tradition only, Wout the ſcriptures. Yeere 
is a godly ſhew foz traditio,but inder nos 
thing els but a vain ſhew,wout any pithe 
of matter: pea, containing mamfeſt vn- 
truth + falſe matter. Fo2 the woꝛd of God 
was not ſo long cõtinued only by traditid 
of men, but by a much moze certain teſti⸗ 
mony of truth, namely by dinine reue⸗ 
latid from god, which was renuedin eue⸗ 
ry age,y the woꝛd of God might not ſtand 
vpon the bare credite of men, oz be left to 


the vnſure x deceiueable deliuery of men, 
E 3 from 
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from hand to hand, but be euermoze con- 
firmed by heanenly oꝛacle, that i Church 
might be certains, not to be carried away 
by vntrue repozts of deceucable men, but 
to depend alwates vpon the mouth of god, 
Fo; in al that time, the loꝛd had a regard, 
that his people ſhould not be like childzen 
wanering, ⁊ carried about with the wind 
of eucry docrine, by the deceit ol men, and 
by their craftineſſe which haue a methode 
of errour, as the Apoſtle ſaith ofthe church 
of Chꝛiſt ſince his aſcention, t therfoze hit 
did in all generations, beſide the tradition 
and deltuerie of the doctrine of truth, from 
the parentes to their childꝛen, & poſteritie, 
tire vp Prophets qq Pꝛeachers cofirmed 
by extraoꝛdinarp wonderful reuelat ids 
and gifts of his holy ſpirite, which teſtified 
of that truth, r woꝛd of God that was con- 
tinued by tradition, Þ it ſhould neither bee 
doubted ot, among ſo many errozs as @as 
tan rapſed vp, noz be coꝛrupted, either by 
the ſubtletie of the deuil, oꝛ by the infirmi- 
tie £ fo2getfalnes of men. Wherefoze the 
tradition being thus cõtinued e cfirmed, 
was not a bare traditio,e delinery of me, 
ſuch as the Papiſts would dzaw vs — 

rom 
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from the holie ſcriptures:but a moſt cer⸗ 
taine and bndoubted teſtimony of Gods 
woꝛd, e his truth, ſuch as he in wiſdome, 
did (& to be molt coucnient foz his church 
in that ſeaſon. Beſide this heaueniy 4 di⸗ 
uine revelation, which alwates waighted 
bpon Gods woꝛd, in thoſe times continus 
ed by tradition: Che very tradition it ſelf, 
was farre valike to the pꝛetended traditi⸗ 
on of the Napiſts. Foz the LozdGov,who 
in that time, would haue his holy woꝛd to 
be pzeſerucd from generation to generati⸗ 
on, by tradition without wziting,commit- 
ted the lame to faithfull witneſles, whole 
liues he enlarged vnto ſo many peares,as 
we read of in the holie ſcriptures, not ons 
ly foꝛ pꝛopagat ion of their kinde, but alſo, 
and eſpeciallp, that they might continue 
the doct eine ol his woꝛd, which he had de⸗ 
liuered vnto them, vnto many generati⸗ 
ons, t to a long poſteritie after them. Foz 
this cauſe Adam liued, 930. peares. Seth, 
912. peares. Methuſalach, 969. Noach, 
yo. peares. Ss that Adam, which firſt 
receiued the doctrine of G 4 D, both of 
the lawe t the Goſpell,and alſo the exter- 
nal ſozme of wozlhipping god by ſacrifice, 
which her taught his ſonnes, inſomuch 
ET 4 that 
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that Abell by fayth offered an actepkable 
Row.to, ſatrifice vnto God, which coulde not be 
without hearing of the woꝛde of God, as 

the holie Ghoſt witneſſeth; continued a 

faithfull witnefſe and teacher of the ſamg 

doctrine, vnto many thouſandes of his 

poſteritie, by the (ſpace of 93 0. peares, 

beſide his godly ſonne Seth, and other of 

bis after commers. And whereas by 

the wicked generation of Cain, the true 

inuocation of God was pꝛophaned in the 

* dayes of his Nephew Enoch, which vn 
8 Fo godly bꝛode dayly increaſed in wickednes 
ec coꝛrupting many euen of the poſteritie of 
Seth, The Loꝛde ſtirred vp an ertraoz- 

dinarie Pꝛophet Enoch, to confirme the 

true doctrine taught by Adam, Seth, E- 

noch, and other of his godly poſteritie, 

and toke him out of the woꝛlde miracu⸗ 

loufly, both to confirme the faithfull in the 

hope of the reſurrection, and to confound [| | 

the repꝛobate, that deſpiſed his holy coz- | | 

rection and diſcipline, Now let vs con 
ſider the certaintie of this tradition. No- 
ach, was 600. peare olde, befozetheLo2zd | < 
{ 


God ſent the flade to deſtroye thoſe im- 
pudent contemners, Do that 3 4 
r 


l 


by M.D.Fulke. 


father Lamech, and of his granfather Me- 
thuſhalech which might ſee and heare, The 
firſt of the woꝛlde Adam, which Sech, Enoch 
and all the godly Patriarkes that were 
befoze him, did recetue the doctrine of 
Gods wo2de,as it was delinercd by God 
himſelfe vnto them, without any addition 
oꝛ coʒruption. Beſides that Noach which 
receinedthe tradition, but from the ſecond 
mouth, ot them which receiued it from the 
mouth of God, is againe confirmed with 
diaine revelation, with whom, and his 
poſteritie, ihe conenant of God is againe 
rene wed: ſo that it appeareth howe foz 
the ſpace of a thouſande and ſire hundꝛed 
peeres, the woꝛde of God, and doctrine + 
of ſaluation, was continued in the thurch 
by tradition, without any danger, oz 
doubt of cozruption from Adam to Noach, 
Nowe let vs ſe howe this tradition 

was maintained after the flood, vntill the 
time of Moſes, which was the firſt writer 
of the Canomcall Scripture, Firſt it 
is certaine by the computation of the age 
of Sem, the ſonne of Noach, who was one cf 
them that were pꝛeſerued in the Ark, and 
with whom the couenant was renewed, 
T5 that 
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that hc lined vnto the time of Abraham; 
pee vntill Ilaac was 50. tere olde 4 moze, 
fo; her lined 50 2. pteres after the flod. 0 
that all this time, there continued a faith⸗ 
full and credible witneſſes of the woꝛde of 
God and hiſtozie of the wozld reſtozed, of 
who the people might learne the certains 
tie ofthedoctrine, without any perill oz 
doubt of coꝛruption. But when the Lozvg 
called Abraham, andſeuered him and his 
poſteritie foz his peculiar people, and chos 
ſen congregation, and that the age of man 
was nowe contrade d, and dꝛawone vnto a 
much ſhozter time of life:that the tertein⸗ 
tie of his heaufly truth ſhould not be com⸗ 
mitted to vncertaine tradition of many 
generations, he renewed his couenaunt 
with Abraham, Iſaac, and Iacob, and euer 
one of them, and confirmed the ſame to 
their childꝛen in euerp age by diuine reue⸗ 
lation, vntill it was his pleaſure to reco2d 
the ſame, in the molt certaine Tables of 
the holy Scriptures. Foz from the death 
of Ioſeph one of the twelue Patriarkes, 
Which lined after the comming of lacob in 
to Egypt thꝛteſcoʒe & ten pteres, there pals 


ſed but thaceſcoze pres vntill þ birth.of 
Moſos 
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Moſes. Levi an other of the rii-Pafriarks, 
ited 23. peres after loſeph, wholc daughter 
Ixcobed was mother vnto Moles. And Mo- 
ſes long time befo;e hee bꝛought the people 
out of Egypt receineddiuine reuelatiun as 
S. Stauen teſtiſieth, ſo that hee tho icht 
his bꝛethꝛen ſhoulde haue act nowiedged 
that Cod had appointed hun to be there 
deliuered, by killing the Egyptian that op- Act. 
pꝛelſed them. Do that the certaintie of 
this tradition appeareth from the begin⸗ 
ning of the woꝛlde, vnto the wall ing of 
the holy Ocriptures, to haue been conũr⸗ 
med. in euer y age by reuelation from god 
and by witneſſes aboue all exception, luch 
as recetued thezDzacles and confirmati⸗ 
of them, fcom God him ſelfe ; wheſe life 
was pꝛolonged into ſuch number of yceres 
that the Church might neuer lacke a pꝛo⸗ 
phet inſpired of God,of whom they might 
be inſtructed in truth of Gods woꝛde. 
So that the Lozde did neuer permit his 
woꝛde to bare tradition of men, ſuche 
as the Papiſtes affirme the tradition 
of the Apoſtles to haue bene, whiche 
ſhoulde haue delinered the n 
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fo their ſucceſſoꝛs, without w2iting, am 
they to their ſucceſonrs, and ſo from agg 
to age, without any aſſurance of the fideli- 
tie of al their ſucceſſours, thꝛough an hun⸗ 
ded handes befoze it come vnto vs, By 
whiche vncertaintie of the Tradition, a 
wyde gate is opened vnto Satan, to bzing 
in any falſhod e ſtrange erro2,e to father 
it vpon the tradition of the Apoſtles, Ag 

it is manifeſt, he did in Þ hereſie of the Va» 

letinias, Maniches, Montaniſtes, ſuch other 

monſtrous hereſies, who had none other 

refuge fo couer p noueltie of there ſtrange 

opinions, but a ſecret tradition, beſide the 

Dcriptures,accozding to which the Valen- 
Lö. 3. Cap. 2. tinians, iumpe with the Papiſts, as Irenz- 
us teſtiſieth. they affirmed the Scriptures 
were to bee interpꝛeted, # not other wiſe. 
But when Irenzus not content to contute 
them by criptures, ſeeketh to ouerthꝛow 
them alſo by tradition what certaintie of 
truth findeth he in the traditid of the apo⸗ 
ſtles as it was receiued in his time? And 
a man woulde thinke, hee being ſo neert 
the time of the Apoſtles, ſo that hee had 
ſeene them, which had heard the Apoſtles, 
ſhoulde haue had a much greater 2 
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tis and aſſarance of their traditions, then 
we can haue in theſe times,after ſo many 
hereſies, co2ruptions, alterations, perſe⸗ 
cutions,contentions, which take away al 
certaintie from ſuch vuw2itten traditiõs. 
Pet eue this godly father lrenæus, whiles 
her ſtriueth to beare downe the Yeretikes 
not only by ſcriptures, but alſo by traditi- 
on, in which they glozied ; was deceiued 
by a falſe and counterfet tradition contra- 
ry tothe Scriptures, by which it was af- 
firmed that our ſauiour Chʒiſt lived moze 
then foztie yeeres in the fleſhe. And pet to 
iuſtine this tradition, hee alleadgeth fo2 
witneſſes, all the elders of Aſia, which had 
conuerſation with . John the Diſciple 
or our Loꝛde, who lined with them vntill 
the time of Traianus the Emperour , all Lb, 2. (5.5 
which affirmed, that Saint John deliue⸗ 
red the ſame thing vnto them. Yea ſome 
ol them had ſeene,not only John, but other 
Apoſtles alĩo, and hearde the ſame things 
of them, g teſtifled of ſuch repoꝛt. What 
a godlp ſhew of truth hath this tradition? 
Pea what woulde a man reguire almoſt 
fo2 greater certaintieofſuch a tradition, 
then the vnifozme conſent of al them one 
d 
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Come had hard p other apoſtles alſo.What 


Tiberius, after which time hee liued not a⸗ 
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had ſcene and hearde the Apoltle,of which 


like aſſurance can the Papiſtes make vs 
fo2 their pꝛetended traditions of the p0- 
ſles? and pet this traditiõ which Irzncus 
aduoucheth,with ſuch ſhew of credit to be 
a true tradition, is a very falſhod and vn⸗ 
truth contrary to the Viſfozie of the Gos 
ſpell, which exp2efly affirmeth that Chzil 
was but 30. ya&res olde when hee began 
to teache in the 15. yeere of the Emperour 


bone 3. pceres and an halte. Pou ſee there- 
foꝛe what it is to leaue the holy ſcriptures 
t to follow vnw2itten traditions, where⸗ 
of what certaintte can there bee, when 
theo that lined ſo nere the time of the Þ 
po Hes, were fo grofſely deteiued with im 
pudent lpes and fables, and vet coloured 
with inch ſhewe and appearance of cre⸗ 
dite. And no maruell if Ireozus which 
reteiued this tradition at the ſecond hand 
w is beguiled with a fained vntruth wh? 
euen they that were the (chollers of the 
Ayoſtles them ſelues coulde not agree as 
bout their traditions which were beſide 


their holy wzitinges, Euſebius out of J- 
renæu 
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e (hat When Ne i. 
ſhop of Smyrna came to Rome in the tim 
wh# Avicetus was biſhop there,they couly 
not agree about the tradition of the Apo- 
ſtles, the celebzatid of Eaſter. 
aer ee Anicetus perſuade Po- 
pus, to alter that which d ſeene 
Saint John and other of * patties 
to pꝛaatiſe, neither coulde Polycarpus 
perſuade Anicetus to fozſake that, whiche 
he had receined of his pꝛediceſſoꝛs who 
pꝛetended to haue receined the ſame,of the 
Apoſtles Peter eE Paule- So that when 
the firſt and immediate ſucceſſozs of the 
Apoltles,cannot agree vpon their traditi⸗ 
ons: What hope of certaintie can wee 
haue after ſo many generations? Theſe 
were both auncient fathers, both godly 
fathers, which acknowledged y all things 
neceCary to ſaluation were contained in 
the holy Scriptures, and therefoze,al- 
- though they coulde not agri in the ble 
of à Ceremonies , pet they dyd not 
b:eake Chziſtian vnitie fo that diuer⸗ 
ſitie. Whereas if they had thought 
duwzitfen Traditions neceflarie , — 
V 
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Vitor that wasafterſacceſtq $0: Agices 
rus ſeeme th to haue thought, ther wouldg 
not haue ſo bꝛotherly communicated the 
WY — — rho oe rather 
twke vpon him, to 
churches IT 


ther. This 
witneſle, that 3 of Names au⸗ 
thozit ie in the beginning of the pzimitiug 
Church, was not reput ed to bee a matter 
of ſuch certaintie, ; all me.mul ol bis 
cenſure,and no man gaineſay,0z thi 
ther wile then her doeth, in any caſe afrell 
gion. Fo2 Polycarpus boubfeth nothing 
at all, to diſſent from Aaicerus Biſhop of 
Nome, where her thought her had better 
grounde, neither doeth Anicetus obiect the 
netellitie of obedience vnto Saint Peters 
thapꝛe, as the Pope nowea dates pzeten- 
deth, but when hes coulde not 2 
Polycarpusto conſent with him, 1* 
- of (mall impoztance, and which fide 
the holy * 
and in pzactiſe, But howe karre 


chall diſſent from him, both in 
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P 
dapes;Which though her can tollerate di⸗ 
uerſitie ol Ceremonies, as the Papiſtes 
ſay, to colour this matter, vet will be not 
tollerate that any man ſhall d:fſcnt in o⸗ 
pinion ( tudgemtt frb him, in any of thoſe 
things, ſoz which he hath no groũd out of 

the holy ſcriptures, but only a counterfet 
ä — of the apoſtles, 
Melt, you f& by the example of Polycarpus 
any Anicetus;that there is no tertaintie in 
dnwatten"traditions, when they were 
ſhe next and im mediate lucteſſoꝛs of the 
Apoſtles, were not roſolued vpon the, but 
tontinued in contrary iudgementes of 
them. And no maruell, when John him 
felfe telfiffieth , that euen among the ve- 
tv Diſciples of Chziſte, there went a 
wꝛong tradition, concerning the death of 
Haint John: which hauing no ground vp⸗ 
in che wo des ol our ſauiour Chꝛiſte, but 
being cleane tontrarp to the truth of the 
holy Striptures was yet receined from 
an unweit ten veritie, vntill by the wzit⸗ 
ten Goſpell of Saint John it was plain⸗ 
p tonkuted. But it Will bee 'obiccted, 


at the auncient fatkcre, 
7 Tertul- 


Lib. q. Cap 35 natius (as Euſebius witeth)whenhee:was 
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Terculias,Epiphanius,Baſiies.andfireþ Uh 
voe maintaine that there were ſome vn⸗ 
wüten Traditions of the Zpoli les in 
their tunes, which were neceſſary to bn 
obſerued 

J anſwere, although the auncicnt * 
thers, and euen theſe bekoze named, doe 
ſometime auouch the ſafficientieof y ho⸗ 
ly ſcriptures, pet it muſt b confeſſed;thab 
other while they aſcribed to much to vn⸗ 
wzitten traditions, wherein what cers 
taintie it was likely fa2 them to haue, von 
may conſider by that whiche hath bens 
ſaide alreadie, beſide that they agree not a⸗ 
bout their Traditions, either with the 
papiſis, oꝛ with vs, oꝛ among themſelues 
altogether. @Therefaze verp wiſely and 
like an a poſtolike man, p holy woꝛtiſt 1g; 


trauelling thꝛough Aſia, to warde his mat 
tyꝛdome, which be ſuffered at Rome am 
in cuery Citie where her came, erhozted 
the poople ta continue in the faith of the 
goſpeil.4+ to beware of berelies which the 
beganie to bpzing and multiplie, in clear 
uing (alt to the Tradition of the — 
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her ae that the — « Tehdition,chat 
it might bee certaine and vndoubted, was 
Already committed to wziting : foz by 
that time all the bwkes of the new Teſta⸗ 
ment were wzitten, - And that tradigon 
ſo w2itten, hee thought it neceſſary to bee 
plainlꝑ taught, and let fwzth vnto the peo- 
ple. _ 
This ſounde and vncoꝛrupted iudgeinent 
of Ignatius, @ molt auncient father t next 
ſucteſſoꝛ vnto Peter in the Church ef An- 
tiochia, cuncerning the Apoſtles tradition 
il they which came after him, had retei⸗ 
ned, they had neither ſo eaſily bene 
Naben into errour themſelues, as Papias 
A great admiroꝛ of tradition, vnwzitten 
wag,licozus, Tertullian and other :no2 gi⸗ 


C p. vd. 


uen occaſion to heretikes by alleadging 


the inſuſficiencie and imperfection, of the 

boly &criptures, to cloke their new here⸗ 
ſi-s vnder the name of auncient traditi⸗ 
ons. 
Thus vou haue hearde, that the woꝛde 
of truth, is not to be ſought in the vnwꝛit⸗ 
ten traditians, but in the vndoubted wzi⸗ 
tings of the pzophets 4 apoſtles vpõ which 
F 2 foundatis 
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on preacned, 
foundation the Churche ol Chꝛiſt is buil⸗ 
ded, as Daint Paule teſtineth, and not 
vpon the vncertaine repoztes of ſo2getrull 
and deteiueable men. 

Now muſt wee examine the tow other 
pꝛetended reco2ves of the wozd of GDD. 
The Churche and the pzincipall-Paſto; 
thereof, which they (ay, is the Pope. Cons 
cerning the Church, the Apoſtle ſeemeth 
to giue a eltere teſtimonie, that the an- 
ſwere thereof, is an infallible Oꝛacle of 
Gods woꝛde, when he ſaith; It is ß piller 
and ſtay of truth, whereo it may ber in⸗ 
ferred, that the Church alone, whiche as 
the holy Scriptures, is ſuſt̃icient to vp⸗ 
holde and ffay the truth, that it ſhould ne⸗ 
uer faule noꝛ decay in the wozlde, Much 
rather when it hath the aſſiſfance of the 
Scriptures in ſome part, is the Church 
able to maintaine an other part of truth, 
without the Scriptures, After this ma. 
ner, the Papiſtes reaſon out of this text, 
fo p:wud that all truth is not confeined 
in the holy Scriptures . But this is 
a ver? fable kinde of reaſoning. 

Fo2graunting that the Church is p pil- 
ler andthe ſtay of truth. as it is in _ 


con . 
— 
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it follo weth not thereof, that it vpholdeth 
any truth which is not compꝛehended in 
the holy Scriptures. Vut contrari⸗ 
wile,ſceing it hath been pletifully proucd, 
that all true dogtrine is taught in the holy 
Scriptures, euen to the perfection of the 
man of God, it fel lo weth that the Church 
is the piller and ſtap of that true doctrine 
which is taught in the Scriptures, and 
not of any tcuth beſide the Scriptures: 
Foz when all truth is taught in the ſcrip⸗ 
tures, it followeth that whatſceuer is 
not taught in the Scriptures is not truth. 
But if this be ; pꝛoper note of þ Church 
to be the piller of truth (ſay they) it is 

zoued therebp, that the Churche can⸗ 
not erre,ſo that if it ſet ſoꝛth any thinge 
beſide the Scriptures, the ſame maſte 
nedes be true. Janſwere, this Sophi⸗ 
ſtrie, is already confuted, foz if it bee 
graunted, that the Church cannot erre, as 
in matters neceſſarp to ſaluation the 
whole Churche of God cannot erre, to 


continue therem, it is becauſe the Church 


cannot depart from the doctrine contai⸗ 
ned in the Scriptures, which are able to 
K3 make 
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make a man wiſe vnto ſaluation. But 
admit it were graunted, that the Churchs 
cannot erre at all, what ſhoulde that a⸗ 
uaile the Napiſtes: verily nothing, but to 
pꝛoue that they are not the Churche, 

Foz if this be a pꝛoper 41nſeparable note 
of the Churche, that it cannot erre, what 
companie ſoeuer doth erre is not the 
Churche. But the Papiſtes whole do⸗ 
ctrine contameth ſo groſſe contradiction of 
the woꝛde of GD D doeſhamefully and 
abhominably erre from the truth, theres 
fo:e the Popiſhe faction is not the Church 
which is the piller and ſtax of truth. Thou 
ſhalt make no images foꝛ religion ſaith 
the worde of God. Thou ſhalt make 
ſome images foꝛ religion ſaith the Popilh 
Churche. Thou ſhalt not fall downe 
to them, no2 woꝛſhip them, ſaith Gods 
commaundement. Thou ſhalt fall downe 
and woꝛſhip them, ſaith the popiſh Sina⸗ 
gogue. Thou ſhalt wozſhip the Loꝛde thy 
Gad, q him only ſhalt thou ſerue,ſaith our 
Sauiour Chzilt. When hee was tempted 
to fall downe and woꝛſhip the Dinell, 
not as G Od, but as Gods yore 
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to whom the kingdomes-of -the wozloe 
were committed to diſpoſe: The J2ope 
ſaith, thou ſhalt woꝛſhip and ſerue other, 


beſide the Loꝛde thy God, ſo thou woz- 


chip them not, and ſo thou ſerue them not 
as Gods. I might runne ouer a whole 
hundꝛeth of contradictions; which the pa- 
piſtes doe holde and teach contrary to the 
woꝛde of truth wꝛitten in the Scriptutes 


by which it is moꝛe then manifeſt , that 


they holde and teache damnable errours, 
therefoze they are not the Thurche of the 
liuing God, which is the piller and ſtay 
of truth, at the leaſt wiſe in matters ne⸗ 
ceſlarp to eternall ſaluation. | 
But let vs ſee whether the Apotle by 

theſe woꝛdes, intended to pꝛiuiledge the 
Churche of God, from all poTibilitie of 
erring in any matter, albeit the Church 
ſhould departe from the tertaine direction 
of the holpe Scriptures in any thing. 

Firſte it muſte bes remembzed , that 
Saint Paule in this Chapter 1. Timo⸗ 
thie 3. deſcribeth the perſons and offices 
of Chꝛiſtian Biſhoppes and Deacons, 
14 which 
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which done, he addeth unmediatlp: Thee 
thinges doe J w2ite vnto thee, hoping to 
come vnto the ſhoztly, but if J tarry 
long, that thou mayſt knowe howe it be⸗ 
houeth thee to bee conuerſant in the houſe 
of God, whiche is the Churche of the 
lining God, the piller and ſtay of truth; 
In which woꝛdes wee haue to note, fic 
that the Apoſtle hath wꝛit ten bꝛiellp that 
Which hes purpoled (if they met ſhoztly,) 
moꝛe at large to ſet fw2th and confirme: 
Decondly that if he were diſapointed , o 
that hee coulde not come ſhoꝛtlp, that Ti⸗ 
mothie might haue a ſufficient direction 
howe to behaue humlelfe foz ozdering of 
the Church of god in appointing the mint- 
ſters ot the lame, By which it is mani⸗ 
feſt that this which he ſpeaketh of the pil⸗ 
ler and ſtay ok the truth, is meant in re- 
ſpect of the Paſtoꝛs and Teachers of the 
Churche, by whom the truth of heauenly 
doctrine is vpholden and continued in the 
woꝛlde, which without their miniltery 
woulde vtterly fall to the grounde and de⸗ 
cay. Foz euen as he wꝛiteth to the No⸗ 
mans:ſcing faith commeth by * 
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Gaps woꝛd, of them that are ſent, of faith 
commeth inuocation, and from thence ſal⸗ 
uatiõ, if none be ſent, there can be no pzea- 
ching, no hearing, no faith, no inuocation, 
no ſaluation: So the Church of the lining 
God, in reſpec of the faithfull Piniſters 
of the ſame., which teach the trath to the 7 
ſaluation of Gods people, in which reſpect *** ++ 
they are laid to ſaue themſelues, and them 
that heare them: is rightly called the pil- 
ler and ſtay of truth, which Piniſterp tt it 
be taken away, the truth alſo is taken ay 
wap, Cuen as the remwuing of the Can⸗ 
dleſticke in the reuelation, ſigmifieth the 
duerthꝛowe of the Church of Epheſus, vn⸗ Apoc. a. 
to whom it is thecatned ik they doe not re⸗ 
pent. The Candleſticke which ſignifieth 
the Church, vpholdeth the light of the gol⸗ 
pell, by the continual pꝛeaching of the i⸗ 
miſters thereof: ſo is it a piller and tap of 
the truth, ſo long as pꝛeaching of the Go⸗ 
ſpell is continued, which if it ceaſe , then 
followeth darknes, blindnes, tgnozance, 
errour, and deſtruction. This is the true 
and plaine meaning of the Apoſtle, whers 
hee ſaith, The church is the piller and ſtay 
of truth. Not that it is vnpoſſible foz the 

F 5 Church 
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church to erre at any time, 02 in anpmat⸗ 
ter, oꝛ that the determinatton of p church, 
without the ſcripture, is a ſutficient te- 
ſtimony of Gods woꝛde, oz of the truth in 
any tauſe as the Papiſts maintaine. oi 
Paule inſtrudeth Timothy by wziting, 
howe her ought to behaue him ſelfe in the 
Church of God, which is the piller & Cay 
of truth, although her ſhould haue no fur, 
ther conference with him in the matter; 
ZLheſe things doe J weite vnto thee (faith 
he) y thou maiſt know # ſo fozth, whereas 
il in calling the church the piller of truth, 
her had meant that the church without the 
ſcripfare was able to haue inſtructed him, 
hee would haue ſaid. If any thing want in 
my wꝛiting, thou maiſt aſke the determi⸗ 


nation of the church, which is the piller 


and ſtap of truth. But S Paul ſaith, that 
hee had wzitten : that Timothie might 
know, # be able to inſtruct the church of 
God, that it might be the piller of truth, 
not that the church, as the piller of truth, 
ſhould inſtruct him. Foz, Timothie was 
to teach the truth of Gods woꝛde vnto the 
church, the church might be the piller of 
truth, he was not to learne ol p church 
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of a teach ing piller, in which ſenſe James 
and Peter # John are called pulers. And 6.2. 
no doubt but they wer pulers ol) church, 
and of the truth: pet they were not pꝛiui⸗ 
ledged thereby, but that they might erre 
in ſome parte, as the errour of Peter 1s 
declared in the ſame place, Againe it is 
certaine, that the Apoſtle in ſaying the 
church is the piller and ſtapy of truth: ſpea ; 
keth ol the church of Epheſus, in which 
hee had lefte Timothie. And the ſame is 
true of euerie particular church of God, in 
any place, that it is the houſe of God, the 
piller and ſtay of truth, ſs long as it is the 
church of the lining God. Foz her teas 
cheth not Timothie by this waiting, how 
to be conuerſant in the whole vniucrſall 
church of Chꝛiſt, but namely in that par · 
ficular church, vnto which Saint Paule 
hoped to come bnto him, and by example 
thereof, in any other particular church, 
whereſocuer vpon like occafion hee ſhould 
be placed bythe Apoſtle. Now the papilts 
them ſelues doe confeſſe, that euerp parti⸗ 
cular church may erre, but it is, the cathos 
like and vniuerſall church . they ſay 
can not erre. 
But 


ASetmon preached 


But fceing that whiche the Apoſtle here 
ſpeaketh, is pꝛincipally ſpoken of a parti 
cular Church, and is true of euerie parti 
cular Church, that it is the piller and ſtay 
ok truth, as well as of the vniuerſall and 
Catholike Church: The catholike church 
is no moze pꝛiuiledged from erring, by 
this texte of ſcripture, then any par ticu⸗ 
lar Church in the woꝛlde. But this que- 
ſtion ot the Church is lo intricate, and vy- 
certaine among the Papiſts themſelucs, 
that although they holde this as a pꝛinci⸗ 
ple, that the Church tan not erre, pet 
they can not define what they meane by 
the Church, in this pꝛopoſition. Foz if pou 
aſke them whether you meane by the 
Charch, all and cuerte member of the bo- 
die, they will deny it. Where ſhal we then 
haue the determination of the truth in a- 
ny doubtfull cauſe? They will anſwereof 
the generall Councell, which is the Ca- 
tholike Church repꝛeſented. But here if 
they are not reſolued, what maketh the 
generall Councell. Foz ſome holde, that 
the Conncell is aboue the Pope, and may 
determine without him & againſt him. Y⸗ 
ther hold, that the pope is aboue the coun» 
cell, and that the councell max determine 
nothing 
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nothing, either againſt him, oz with- 
out him, But contrariwiſe, that the 
Pope without the councel, hathal lawes, 
right, and truth in the cloſet of his bꝛeſt, 
ſo that he map determine of any doubt, 
and that all men are bound to belteue his 
determination, as pꝛoceding from him 
which can not erre. The moſt or our eng⸗ 
iſh Papiſtes at this time, doe holde that 
the Pope is aboue the Councell, and that 
the determination of the Councell with⸗ 
out the Popes appꝛobation, is nothing to 
build vpon: So that when they haue pꝛa⸗ 
ted neuer (o long of the authozitie of the 
chyrch, the ende of all the talke commeth 
to this point, that the Church is not all 
the faithfull, but the generall Countell, 
only,the Councel is not all the Pꝛelates, 
but the Pope only, without whom they 
tan determine no truth, and who without 
them may determine all truth, & can des 
termine no errour. Do that againſt this 
lte of Papiſtes, it ſhall be ſuffictent to 
none, that the Popiſh Church may erre, 
I can pꝛoue that the Pope which is the 
mly piller and ſfay of truth, therein may 
tre, But ſceing wer knowe the Pepe to 
t a mere moztall man, howſocuer mm 
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eee wh the, amm 
yea, a & O Daboue all Gods, ſome nei⸗ 
ther GD noz man, but a-newter bes | 
twene both, as il any of them will de⸗ 
np. can bzing their owne ſayinges | 
to their ſhame : and ſ@ing the ſcriptury 
pꝛonounceth of euerie man which is but 
a man, that hee is a lpar, and that Goy 
only is true: let vs confider, what im⸗ 
pudent ſhifte they haue to iuſfiſie their 
Pope from errour, that God only thank 
not be true; 

Dome of the ſay, the Pope mayer 
as a man, but not as a Pope, other lay the 
Pope mayerre as Pope alſo, but 
matters of faith: others ſame to ſap, if 
they durſt ſpeake out, that the Pope may: 
erre alſa in faith, but not to induce any mi 
into afalſe faith by his crroz. Thus ant 
they at variance among them ſelues, and: 
mince the matter ſo ſmall, 5 at length it 
cõmeth to as god as nothing at all, that 
they baag ofthe ſpirit of truth giuen to the 
Pope in ſuche meaſure, that her cannot 
erre. 


But how do ee allure them (clues, . 
the 


Sr oo 
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; | the Pope hath ach a.priniledge thet hi 
cannot erre in matters of faith? Sur Sas 


d mana Chꝛiſt (ſaꝝ they): pꝛates ſoa Meter, 


that his faith ſhon ip not faile: willing bim 
| beer his cane ade e- 


And what in Goys name, maketh, 
his famous that the Pope canngterre? 
Ves fozlath; her pzayedfo2 Peter, that is 
fo him t all his ſucceſſoꝛs.becauſe he was 
| the racke of the church, that none ol their 
ait nughtſacle, that 3 why they might not 
. „ 
bis is a very range interpyetatis 
1E Fon the naturall ſenſe al that plact. is 

| manifelt by that hes (aid beloꝛe. Simon. Si- 


may] mon, behold ſatan hath de fired to winow, | 


| rn 
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perſe the Churche, that it might uc- 
ver be gathered together, * We 
ter was in greateſt daunger, al. 
the Apoſtles, thzongh his | 
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amd idivardly dental, cinvfozſwtavitigd 
his maiſter, howbeit, her declareth that 
hie hach obtained by his payer, that Pex 
ters faith ſhould not be altogether* c 
ched, but that her ſhoulde by 
take holde of Gods mercy, and bs reti 
red, willing him after his conuer ion am 
erpertence of Gods merey, to lkrengtheli 
his bꝛethꝛen which4tkewiſe were Weak 
in fayth, though none lo nere to falling a 
Wap, as her. Mo that the effect of Chyiltes 
pzater was, that Peter though the grrat⸗ 
nes of his ſinne, ſhould not diſpaire of foxz 
gruenelle, but by faithfull repentance, ba 
renued and conuer ted, not that Þ 
ſhoukd neuer erre in his one 
much leſſe, that none of Meters — 
ſdould erre in — — 
e —— ac . fü 
— 
what Eiern 
Peters fa —— 

35, Peter had ſuthe a pꝛerogatthe 
Geke aber that her could not ert 
nepther her noz any of his ſucreſtdurs 
Chaiſt pꝛayed not only foꝛ Peter, but foz 
all his Apoſtles, ꝭ in this my n. 
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fo; them all. that his father would ſunai⸗ 
fie them in p truth: hat we therf0ze avs - 
it was not poſſible fozthem to erre in as 
m matter? The Papiſtes will not ſo 
reaſon of all the Apoſtles,fo2 then the like 
wouldfotlow of all thetr ſucteſſours. And 
ret Chailt obtained the cifc d of his p;ay- 
er, that all his Ipoltles were ſar.cified in 
Gods truth. Pea her pzayeth not this, foz - 
his Apoſtles and other Diſciples of that 
tune only, but foz all them that ſhould bes 
laut in him thꝛough their pzeaching, fo2 
all true Ch2iſtians are ſandifiedin Gods 
truth that they ſhould not erre ſmally frõ 
the wax ol ſaluation. But hereot᷑ it tannot 
be gathered, that all true Chꝛiſtians, no 
not after their calling to the knowledge of 
truth. cůnot erre oz be deteiued in matters 
or faith and doctrine, although they tanndt 
tontinue in errour ofany thing that is ne⸗ 
tellarie ſoꝝ the rightly to knot vnto efer- 
nallſaluation, Ehʒiſt p;omileth to lends 
the comfozter,ent the ſpirit of truth. into 
all his Apoſtles, to his whole church, To 7, 16; 
ſupply} want of his bodily preſcre which © © 
ſhouldlead tht into al truth: a pet it wert 
uo gatoncluũon to gather, 5; none of the 
"= Church 
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Church of Chzi& might erre — 
as it is à ſure argument, that they cannot! 
fiaally erre, in au pomt neteſſarie to (als; 
uation. Peter um ſetfc, whole (aith was; 
ſpcrially paayeo fo, as there was ſpeciall 

cauſe, foʒ his greatoſt perill. aſter hin ton: 
uerſion, aiter he bad long tune exerciſed 
his Apol leſhiꝑ, was ignoxant, & of igno/ 
rante creed, coceruing the admiſſion at the! 
Gentiles into the fellowſhip of the golpel. 

witili her wgs-refo2wped, hy the heanenty! 

viſton. Pea long after this: Peter dis errt 
in ſeperating hun ſelſe from the Gentiles; 
by diCunalationfo2feareof them al z rir⸗ 
cumciſion, when I ab that they did not: 
walke aright(ſaith D.Panl)accozpmgto: 
the truth ef theBoſpel, Jſaid to Peter bes; 
faze them all 3 Know the apiſts mil ſar 
this was an erroz at conuerſation and oc 
fad only, not an erxoꝛ in faith t dogirines) 
But this is a vairie deuiſe toefrape;; F031 
Peter erred not in fat only: uut in a mata 
ter of deqrine and ſaith allo: againſi the 


|... truthot the Galpell, eee 


e » {02 no wezldip teſped 
nd thought it — 
das eee 


byM, D. Fulke. 


the Jews. And where as ſome of them 
ſap, the Pope cannot induce any other 
inen'intoerroz, although he erre him ſelf, 
let chi cõũder this example of Peter,who 
not only erred himſetfe. but alſo bꝛought, 
pea tpelled others to Judaize with him; 
inſomuch that Barnabas alſo was cattien 
with' them into the ſame diſſimulation: 
wherefoze although Chailt pꝛayed fo2 Pes 
ters faith, that it might not faile. pet Pe⸗ 
ter both erred, e induced other into erroz 
with him: although being admoniſhed by 
Paul, he didwillingly refozme his erroz. 
Wherfoze this matter is cleare. that the 
clfabliſhing of Peters faith from fapling, 
was not to pꝛiuiledge him from erring, 

but from diſpairing,. a therfoꝛe can not ex⸗ 

tend to his ſucceſſours, in as much as it is 
but a perſonal beneſit, obtained foꝛ Peter. 
except you wil ſap by analogie of the ſcrip⸗ 
ture, that the like pꝛaier is made fo2 cuery 

one ol gods eled, which in this ſence J cd 
feſe to be true. but pet it folle weth not, 
that they are diſcharged of the frayletie of 
man in falung into erroꝛ, much lefſc any 

one oꝛder ot men, which ſhould be Peters 
lucteſſou f 


rs, | 3 
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And if we ſhould graunt that this pꝛiui⸗ 
| ledge was ginen to Peter that he ſhoulds 

not erre, and ſo ſhould be deriue d vnto all 
bis ſucceſſours,many other intricate que- 
ſtions, and in crtricable daubtes woulde 
grow, befoze we could bereſolued who 
were Peters ſucceſſours. Foz ſeeing all 
Biſhops be ſucteſſours of the Apolles, 
as Cyprian ſaith, all Biſhoppes are ſucceſs 
ſours alſo of Peter, fo if you ſhould ſay, 
that none were ſucceſſo2s of the Apoſtles, 
but ſuche as bee oꝛdained in thoſe places 
where py Apoſtles did teach, it could not be 
truelp (aid of Cyprian, that all Biſhops be 
ſucceſloꝛs of the Apoſtles. But admit that 
they be only Peters ſacceſſours,that ſit in 
Peters ſeat.ſering the ſtozies affirme that 
Peter had two ſeats, at Antioche, and at 
Rome: why ſhould not his ſucteſſours at 
Antioch, enioy this pꝛerogatiue as wel as 
his ſucceſtozs at Rome? That Peter was 
at Antioch, wee linde in the ſcripture, that 
be was at Rome, wee finde not, but leaf 
of all that he bequeathed this pꝛiuiledge to 
Rome, and not to Antioch, Well let that 
alſo be admitted,that the biſhops of Rome 
are the only ſucceſſours of Peter, _ 
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is it berifled of them, that their faith ne⸗ 
uer fapled : The Papiſtes them ſelues 
doe confefſe,and the ſtozies are to many to 
denye, that there haue bane no wickeder 
men on the earth, then many Popes haue 
been in all kind of ſin and vngodlines. Vea 
what foz all p(ſay they.) their maners fai- 
led fro gods law, but their faith neuer fat- 
led from his truth. I think in deed many 
of their faithes did neuer faile,fo2 they ne ⸗ 
ver had anp, p it might faile, who bzought 
fozth no fruites, but of infidelifie and coꝛ⸗ 
ruption. Foz of ſuch wicked perſons the 
ſcripture ſaith, Þ they haue denied 5 faith, 
t are wozſe the infidels,3 3 they which td⸗ 
mit ſuch things, ſhallnot inherit þ kingdõ 
of Chꝛiſt God. Tuch they ſay, you mi- 
ſtake the matter, we deny not, but p they 
might and did faile from the faith which 
woꝛketh by lone, and by which a man is 
iuſtiſied, fo: many of them are damned 


fo2:a ſure truſt in the mercyes of God, by 
which a man is tuffified and aſſured of e- 
ternall life , but foz a bare knowledge 
of the truth, ſuch as DOINGS — 


1. Tim. 5. 


E pbeſ. 7. 


ſpirites in hell. Uerie well, then A per⸗ G4. 
ceine, 3; vou take nat faith in this place, Rom. 3. 


Lac. 2. 


«lowing, inſomuch that befoze thecrow- 
wg ol the Cocke, her ſhoulde dent him 


A Sermon preached 


and tremble ſuche as Saint James cal- 
leth a dead ſaith , which is voide of god 
wozks. and did our Dautour Ch:lt,pzay 
that a dead, fruitleſle, varren, and Deuils 
faith might cõtinue in Peters ſutteſſoꝛs: 
was this p effect of our ſamour Chꝛiſtes 
pꝛaper:à godly pꝛiuiledge of the Biſhops 
ol Rome, that they ſhuld haue knowledge 
of the truth e pet goe vnto the Deuill. J 
lnow you will reply, that although they 
th2ough their owne defalt,take no benefit 
by this pziutievge, vet it is very neceſſary 
fas the whole Church, tokaepe it in vnitie 
of fadth,25ut that our ſauiour Chꝛiſt pꝛai⸗ 
ed not {02 the continuance of ſuche a fruits 
leſſe faith, it is platne by thts reaſon, Þ al⸗ 
theugh Peters ſuctceſſours ſhoulde be ads 
mitted vnto the participationof this bes 
netite , yet Peter him'(clfe might not be 
excluded. But what a miſcrablecomfozte 
was this fo; Peter, if after his maiſter 
had ſhe wed him in what daunger he + all 
his fellow ſtod, thꝛough the malice of (as 
tun, which defired them to winnow ozMilt 
the, as Wheat is ſcattered abꝛoad imwiu⸗ 


thaile, 


a. © 


„ by M. D. Fulle. | 
Hh2ife, our Dauiour Ch2ift ſhould tel him 
na moe, but that at his pꝛaper g requelF, 
he ſhould retaine ſuch a faith as the De⸗ 
uill hath, ſo that her ſhould know ß truth 
in his tonſcience, although her did deny it 

with his mouth? What com foꝛt coulde 
Peter haue by this faith: which rather 
did increaſe his inne, in that hee was not 
ignojant of the truth, then help his weak ⸗ 
nes whereby he was afraid to conttſſe the 
truth ,Wherfoze ſeeing Peters lafth , fo: 
confirmation wherofour Sauiour Chaift 
did pꝛap, was that true c liuelp faith by 
Which Peter was rayſed vp from weake⸗ 
nes tod truſt in Gods merty, anda ſure 
hope ofTaluatton: It is manifelt that he 
pꝛapod, not fo; the fayth of ſuch (ucceſſo2s 
ot Petert as ſutteded only in plate, not in 
krue faith , but continuing in wickednes, 
und veluling a god conſtiente, made ſhips 
wk or the faith. and are thzown down 
into tuerlaſking condemnatid. TTlell this 
notwithſkanding, let bs imagine Chzilt 
pꝛayed ib the continua ſᷣte bf a dead z de⸗ 
uiliſh faith'fi Peter a his ſueceſſours.that 
tw loch ngitt ol knowledge that they tan 
not erre in any queſtion of fapth: ſhall 
| 84 that 
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that bee found in all the Bichops of Rome 
that glozie in the ſucceſſion of Peter: No 
versly. Foz many times the Pope is a 
man void? of learning, and knowledge of 
diuinitie, as molt of y Cardinals are, out 
of which oꝛder her is comonly choſen, and 
euen this Pope that nowe raigneth,Gre- 
Nan the 13. by repoꝛte ol them that haus 
ſeene him and heard him ſpeake , is not 
greatly learned. And oftentimes 2s the 
lo2te repoꝛteth of them, they haue bene 
but pelting Canoniſtes, comming vp of 
£crives and Notacies, neuer pꝛofeſlung 
noz taking bpon the p knowledge of diut- 
nitie- And ſhall we thinke,that he which 
is this day an vnlearned man, net able to 
decyde a meane queſtion in diuinitie, bee 
ing to moꝛow choſen Pope, and ſet in Pe⸗ 
ters chapꝛe, is ſodainly endued with ſuch 
knowledge, that her cannot erre in any 
thing. oz rather that the ſpirite of P2ophe- 
cie coinmeth vpon him, as it did vpon Cai- 
phas, which ſpake the truth / without bis 
(kill and againſt his will, becanſe he was 
high Pꝛieſt of that yeare? 'Werely A will 
pot deny, but God may direct the * 
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of the Romich Caiphas, that hir may btter 
at one bꝛeath, both a blaſphemie,and a p29 
pbeſte, as that Jewiſh Caiphas did, but al- 
beit her were able to pꝛoue, that hte ſitteth 
in Peters chaire, al well as the other could 
pꝛoue, that he ſate in Aarons chayze,@ that 
Peters chapꝛe is ſet vp by God, aboue all 
other Biſhops cha pꝛes, as well as Aarons 
chayze was ſet vp abone all the Jewiſhe 
Pꝛieſtes ſtwles:yet ſhoulde not the Pope 
baue greater Pꝛiuiledge then the Yigh 
Pꝛieſt had. Foz the beſt high Pꝛieſte 
that euer was ot Aarons oader, might bee 
deteiued, and manp were Peatheniſh J- 
dolaters, as Vrias, Menelaus, Alcinus, Iaſon, 
and other wicked Saduces, as Annas and 
Caiphas, which denied the reſurrection and 
immoꝛtalitie of the ſoules: Such as Pope 
Iohn the a. was, who was conuicted of 
that berefie in the Councell of Cooſtance, 
Foz ſuch hell houndes our ſaniour Ch2iff 
p2ayed not, that their faith might not 
faile,nay ratber he ſaith erpzefely in the 
17. ol John, That hee pzayethnot foz this 
woꝛlde. but fo2 thoſe whom his father had 
ginen binout of the wozlve. Ding ther 
foze a number of Popes,haue been by the 

G5 papiſts 
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Papiſts owne confeſſion, childzen of this 
— and not childꝛen of light. no true 
members of Chiiſte, it is certaine that 
he pꝛapeth not foz them, and therefo2e 
wh he pꝛaied fo: Peter, he pꝛaied not foz 
all his ſueceſldurs. es lay the Papilkes, 
$Þ the Church may alwapes haue one that 
maptonſicme oz ſtrengthen the weak bze- 
thꝛen, oz as though one ſingular perſon, 
were able to conũrme all the bꝛethꝛen in 
all places of e woꝛlde, aſwell as Peter 
was able to/Mengthe his fellow diſciples 
at Jeruſalem, Beſide that the very woꝛds 
of Chꝛiſt areplainly directed vnto thepers 
fon of Meter, withſuche a circuinTanes, 
as cannot agte to all his ſutceſſours, ad- 
mitting b Biſhops of Nome were the ors 
Ip ſatcoſſours of Beter. Andcht (faith he) 
after thou art tonuerted, ſtrongihen thy 
Hethꝛen. All the Biſhops of Nome have 
not denied Chꝛiſte as Peter diu, that thiy 
might ber tonuerted: Mhereloze it is 
ſpoken ſingularly vnto Peter in reſpec 
Of his fall. that hee ſhoulde bee corinerted 
amd by experience of Gods mertie bet bef- 
errabtetoTcengthen r 
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who were in dauͤger to fall as dirpe as he, 
if Gods godne lle had not vpholden them. 
Vether to thcrfoze we haue not found ſuch 
alaraticegl truth in ſuccellid of Peter, 
that we ſhould acknowledge any vndoub⸗ 
ted witncle thereof, beſide the holy 
Scriptures, which although the Papiſtes 
woulde miſerably racke out of all iopnte 
and 02der,toeſtabliſh the dignitie of their 
popedome: pet can they finde nothing 
Which is not by the onelp teſtumonie and 


authozite of Ocriptures, pꝛoued to ſtand 


againſt them... Let vs nowe ſer hat 
experience ſaith, . of the failing ol Pe- 
ters faith in his ucteſſours, and the 


Councels canrmed by the Pope, fo2 the 
moſt of our Cngliſh papiſtes, as J ſaid be⸗ 


daa, acknowledge no ccuncell to be la w⸗ 
full and fre ſrom erroꝛ extept it bie cons 
-firmed by the Pope: if experience. there⸗ 
. oze dor pꝛque that Councels and opes 


 Hhameiutiyerred,it is manifeft, that 
ought ts be no rule of truth vnta chꝛi⸗ 


1 thev are pꝛetendedte detate the 
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Lb. Cap.26 Ted by Irepzus,Polycrates, & other as Fu- 
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Tap2:wone the erroz of the Popes, J will 
not beginne W Marcelliaus, which offered 
Sacrifice vnto idols, foꝛ it will be quickly 
anſwered,that his faith failed of infirmi- 
tie not of ignoꝛante ofthe truth, being 
overcome with the terroz of perſecution, 
not beeing deceiued with the erro; of the 
Gentiles ... Neither will J>anvde vpon 
the pzeſumptuous cenſure of victor, who 
fa2 difference in a Ceremonie, toke vpon 
bun to excommunicate all the Churches 
of Aſia, fo; which her was ſharpely repꝛo⸗ 


ſebius teſfificth, t by the Biſhops of Aſi, 
which countermaunded him in his pzoud 
and vncharitable excommanication, Jam 
able to iuſtiſie my terme of countermaun⸗ 
ding, davrrrapariAworray - dura furs, 
Lhey did countermaund him ( ſatth Evſe- 
bius.) Victor commaunded them to ab ſtain 
krom the Communion, and they on the 
contrary ſide commaun ded him fo be qui⸗ 
et. By which is manifcft that the biſhops 
of Kome,vſarped authozitie, was refiffed 
euen in the firſt claime and pꝛactiſe of it. 
Foz as I declared befoze, Anicetus diſſen⸗ 
ting from Polycarpus in the (ame queſtion, 
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by M. D. Fulle. 
offered him no diſcourteſie, but bꝛocherle 
did communicate with him, yea pernuts 
ted him his place to celebꝛate foz hong 
ſake. well although the crro2 of Vitor is 
heere repꝛoued by Irenzus and many other 
holy Biſhops,vet A will not v2ge it, be- 
cauſe they will ſap, it was an crroz in diſs 
cipline, rather then in faith, although it 
was ſuch an erroz in diſcipline, as gaut 
the onſet to one of the greateſt erroꝛs of; 
pope, I meane his ſupꝛemacie:which then 
— reiected and counter maunded of all 
Thereloꝛe J will come to Pope Libe⸗ 
rius, who at the firſt manfully reũſted the 
Arriaus, inſomuch that foz his conſtancie, 
be was by the Emperoz Conſtancius put 
out of his Bilſhopzicke, and dziuen into 
banichment: But afterward being oner- 
come with tediouſnes of baniſhment, and 
ſeduced by one Fortunatianus ag S. Hierome 
affirmeth,he ſubſcribed to the Arrian heres 
ſie, and was reſtozed to his Dee at Rome, 
from whence he chaſed Forlix that occupis 

ed the place in his abſence, 
Thus haue you a Pope deniyng the e⸗ 
ternal diuinitie ol our ſauiour Chꝛiſt con⸗ 
med 


7. Cap. 


4 patiſi. 


In C at 415g. 
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nicted ofhereſie,by þ teſtimonie ol Hiers« 


nime, one that liued in the lame Churche, 
not long akter. 


Herre the Papittes ſtampe and ftarcle, 
denying the teftimonie of Hieronyme as; 
ſufficient, ' Pet thus muche at lealk is 
gapned that Hieronyme belæued not this 
Popiſhe punciple, The Pope cannot 
erre, fo: then ha woulde not haue affir⸗ 
med, that Pope Liberius ſubſcribed vnto 
hercfie., But pf Hieronyme alone be not 
ſuflicient, what ſap pou to Athanaſius? 
As her a credible witneſſe? Meer liued 
in the time ol Liberius and kne we him, 
bee affirmeth the ſame of him. 
But tf Athanaſius bee not great e⸗ 
nough to curry awap the matter, what 
ſap pou to Pope Dꝛmaſus une ot his ſuctel⸗ 
ſours, ceulde hee erre 02 no? UVerily 
Pope Damaſus chargeth him with reuol⸗ 
ting vnto hereſie , ſaying, That hr 
ſubſcribed, but pet hee was not rebap⸗ 
tiſed, and entred into Rome like a Con⸗ 
querour , holding councell with the bes 
retikes. 

J knowe the impudent Papiſtes 
when 
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then theyare inen ta the wall by this 
trample of Liberius, fo2 their laſt res. 
fuge , doe ſapy that hee; (bribed in⸗ 
deede to the, condemnation of Athanaſi- 
us „but not to the Pereſie of Arries, 
which is a ſhameleſſe 1ye, A ſubſcriptlo- 
onem Nteſeos, to the ſubſcription of 
berefies (ith aint Hierome, The like 
dothe both Athanaſius and Damalas-afs ; 
firme-. 2n;6@@ $4. I 41 ne 
Therefoze war haue -founde one 
Pope falne into adamnable errour. After 
bim wer finde , that Pope lonocentius 
erred, although not in ſo waighbtie a 
matter Fo: Ianocentius defined as: 
gainſt the Pelagians, that it was as. 
neceſſarp ſoꝛ infantes to cate the fleſhe 
A Chꝛiſte and deinke his blod in che 
Communion, as to bee Baptiſed. : 
28 teſtifieth of him Saint; Auguſtice, Cor lad. 
ſaying: Qui parvulis defibiuit c. 5.1. Cꝙ. a. 
Whiche bath-acfined , that little chil» 
den cant by no-meanes haue life except 
they eate the feſhe of the Donne of 
Dem 


' ASermonvpreachec 
Dome Papiſtes cauill; that although the! 
Pope max erre, vet he cannot erre in his 
definitiue ſentente. Be holde Avguſtine 
ſaith. that lanocentius hath here defined of 
this matter, and yet it is an erroʒ, which 
the Papiſtes them ſelues doe not holde at 
this day. And pet Auguſtine affirmeth 
that this was the errour or all the Wey 4 
ſterne Churches in his time. 
But if any man thinke Saint Augu- 
ſive no ſafficient witnelCe; to depoſe a- 
gainſt Pope Iunocentius, let him tant 


paines to reade the Epiſtle ot ono- 
cent himſelt, ſent vnto the Bi Afriea 
aſſembled in councell,Uhere þ woꝛds of: 


Auguſtine cited out of him, are plainely ſet 
downe. But herre Jknows the vaine 
replie of the Papiſtes, will ber readio to' 

obied, that Pope Innocent and Auguſtiney | 
with the reſt of the Catholike Bilhopz in 
that time, did pꝛactiſe in desde fo miniſter 
the tommunion to infantes as ſone as 
they were baptiſed, but that was no errez 
ſo long as they did not hold it to bee neteſ⸗ 
ſary foz infants to reteiue the Communi⸗ 


on · 
Thus they graunt the pꝛactiſe, and * 
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ine und Inn ocentius, ſickt to excuſe then 
of that opinion, which they doe ſo willing 
ty maintaine. 


' The Prlagians denied that Baptiſms 


which they ſaid were without ſinne: both 
and Ianocentius pzwne the neteſ⸗ 


to the:Afﬀeicave Biſhops . 
quad eurucftre fraternitas aſſerit pr dicare, 
parislos ateruA vitepremis etiam fine bay- 
Ciſmatis graria poſſe dovari, perfatunm oft 
Se. But that thing which your bzother - 
Hhavaffirmeth them to patach, that young 
childꝛen may obteine the rewarvs of eter- 


nalllife,egen without the grace of Bap⸗ 


fine, it is a very foliſhe thing, Fo ex- 


a SIRILE Li edc ned, 


of man anddzink his blod,they ſhall haus 
no life in themſelues. But they whichs 
defende this vnto them: without regene⸗ 
ration, ſæme tomee that they will make 
fuſtrate Baptiſme it ſelfs ; 1Beholve ſaith 
1 Auguſtine vpon theſe woꝛdes, Pope Inno · 
Epiſt Del ar. cent of bleſſed memozy(euery Biſhop was 
44 . Cap, 4. Alles Papa in his time) ſaith, that little 
ee childzen cannot haue life, without the 
baptiſme of Chꝛiſt. and without the par - 

ticipation of the body and blon ol Chil, 

By which ſaying you lee they. affine as 

well the neceſſitie of the one Sacrament 
as of the other. Foz what other thing 
moaed them to giue the Communion to 
infants, but becauſe they thought it necel⸗ 
fary to ſaluation, while they miſſe vnder⸗ 
ſtove thoſe woꝛdes of Chaiſt in the ſixt of 
John, as though they had beerie ſpoken of 
Sacramentall eating of Chziſtes body, 
as they did the other in the third of. John 

- as though Chiilt had ſpoken ot the ſacra- 
ment of Baptiſme, whiche hee faith of the 
necellitie ot regeneration,” 7:7 / 
Furthermoze where the Papiſts are 
inkozced U. rrp not erro⸗ 
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ſions, but a laweful pꝛactiſe, to minittet 
the Commimion to infants, as to baptiſe 
them, although the one bee not ſo neceſla⸗ 
mas the other, the plaine docrineof the 
Scripture doth confuts them. Fo2 S. 
Paule fo2biddeth any man oꝛ woman, ta 
pꝛeſume to the Lozves Table without 
examination and iudging of themſelues, 
which thinges betaule infantes cannot 
pertoʒme, it can be none other, but a miere 
p;ophanation of the Lozdes Supper, to 
minilfer if vnto young infants, euen as it 
was ol them which miniſtred it vnto dead 
bodies bpon the ſame erronious perſuaſis 
of the neceſſifie thereof vnfoeternall life, 
And whereas the blinde Cardinall Hofius 
affrmeth, that infants may aſwell exa⸗ 
min? INS byother men as in bap⸗ 


tifme they belerue by other men, and ther- 
| fozeby the Churches authoꝛitie without 
| 


grounde of Dcripture, are baptized. A 
anſwere,if wer had not better grounde of 
Scripture, then either the authozitie, 02 
reaſon of the Popiſhe Churche, foz the 
. baptiſme of infants, wer woulde not pꝛa⸗ 
eife it ny moze then we doe minilker the 
92 Com⸗ 
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Communion to infants. But wee baptiſa 
them not foꝛ the faith of other mi. hut lag 
the couenant of God which exteveth enen 
to the (@de of the faithfull , ſo that thers 
chil dꝛen are holy and not vncleane, as ths 
childzen of Paganes and Jnfivels, as ws 
fee by manifeſt Analogie and p2opoztion, 
that the Dacrament of baptilme,hath vn- 
to the Sacrament of Circumciſion, which 
was the @acrament of regeneration, vn⸗ 
to the Jewes,as baptiſme is vnto vs, and 
was commaunded to bee miniſtred vato 
mfants,therefoze the Sacrament of bap⸗ 
— is likewiſe commaunded vato ins 
ants. 

Allo by Analogie which the Lozds Sup- 
per hath vnto the Paſcall lambe, wee dos 
plainely perceine,that it ought not to ba 
miniſtred vnto infants. Foz in the inſti⸗ 
tution of the Sacrament of Paſſeouer, 
the Parents were commaunded to teachs 
their childzen the right bſe thereof, beſide 
that many things were to bee done in the 
celebꝛation ol it, as it was ſirſt inſtituted, 
which coulde not bee done of inkants, as 
to eate it ſtanding, with ſtaues in their 
handes,yca the meate it ſelfe which "= 

ed 


by M. D. Falke, 


roſted fleſh with ſowze o2 bitter hearbes, 
and bnleauened bzead,colde not be eaten 
of poung infants, therefoze neither the 
Lozdes upper which is ſucceeded in the 
place of the Paſſeoner,onght to bee mmi- 
ſered to infants, It was thercfoze an 
errour in lnoocentius and the Church of 5 
time, to thinkeit lawefull foꝛ infants to 
communicate, although they had not 
thought it neceſſary: as I haue plainely 
pꝛoued that they thought both: and ther- 
foze exred in both points. But this you 
will ſay was no damnable hereſie. AY 
will therefoze leaue Inoocentivs and come 
to Pope Honorius, which was condemned 
in the firt aenerall Councell, holden af 
Conſtantinople fo2 defending the hereſie of 
the Monochelites, which affirmed that our 
Sauiour Chꝛiſt had but one will as God, 
which was all one in effect, as if they had 
denied him to conſiſt of two natures, fo2 
if her had an humane nature hee muſt al- 
ſo haue an humane will, though al wapes 
ſubied to his diuine will , as is pꝛoued 
pby many places of the ſcriptures. 
This hereſie n While 
N 3 bee 
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hee liued, as was pzaucd by his olune 
wꝛitings vnto Sergius Biſhop of Coaltan» 


tinople, ſo that both the Popes of both the 


Romes(foz Coltarigopic, was called new 
Rome) were at once infected with that 
hozrible hereſie, and thereloʒe they were 
condemned by that councell and accurſed. 
The like cenſure is thundꝛed againſt him 
in the ſecond of Nice. What can you nowe 
ſap, why the Pope ſhoulde not bee burned 
fo: an Yeretike ? Peraduenture you 
will (ay, thoſe Councels were not confir- 
med, by the Pope, yes verily, the one by 
Leo the ſeconde, the other by Pope Adrian 
the fic, pet ſaith one, you cannot pzaue 
that any Pope although her erred himſell 
went about to ſeduce other, oꝛ to channge 
the auncient Catholike laith, which was 
alwayes helde in the Churche ol Nome, 
pes that J can. And that by ſuche a wit⸗ 
neſſe, as you may not refuſe. Foz J will 
bing f@2th no leCe witneſſe, then Pops 
Leotheſecondhimleife, which in his @y- 
nodall Cpiltle, by which her 
the decrees of the ſixt Councell of Conſtan- 
tinople,qg you maya reade in the 9 
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one immaculatam fidem ſubuertere conatus* 
e/f? Like wiſe (laith hee) we doe accurſe 
the inuentoꝛs of the ne we errour ( and ſo 
nameth a number of heretikes) and alſo * 
Honorius, which did not lighten this Apo- 
ſtolike Churche, with the doctrine of A-* 
poſtolike tradition, but went aboute to 


that Conncell,hath theſe wozdes, Peri- 


terg, anathematizamns noni erroris inuen- 
tores. Nec non & Honorium qui harc 
Apoſtolicam ſedem, non Apoſtolice traditio- 
nis — luſtrauit, ſed prophana proditio- 


db MK. 
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ſubuert the immaculat faith by p:ophane * 
Treaſon . Beholde the Nope condem⸗ 


neth and accurſeth the Pope, foʒ an here⸗ 
tike:and yet men are not aſhamed to afs 
firme in theſe dayes, that the Pope cans 
noterre . The Pope condemneth the 
Pope, fo2 labouring to ſubuert the fapth, 
of the Churche, with heretical! treaſon: 
and pet the Papiſtes nowe a dapes, foz a 
miſerable ſhift, ſay, that the Pope al- 
though her might himſelfe bee oecetned, yet 
cannot attempt any alteratid in the faith 
of the Church. Mell, to be bꝛiefe JF will o⸗ 
mit Pope Vigillius which was pꝛiuily an 
Zutichian, as Liberatus chargeth him vy an 
Y 4 Epiltle 
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Epiſtle that hee wꝛite to the heretikes at 
the inſtina of the Empꝛelle which fauou- 
ted them : her was alſo condemned and 
accurſed by Pope Syluerius. J will come 
to the councell of Conſtance, at which lime 
there were no leſſe then thzee Popes at 
once, John the 23. of ſome called 24. Greg 
gory the 1 2. and Benner the 13 "All which 
by authozitie of the — being depo⸗ 
ſed, aDecre 02 Canon was made, decla⸗ 
ring that the generall tountell was aboue 
the Pope, x that the Pope may erre, but þ 
the generall Councell cannot erxe. In this 
councell Pope Iohn,among other hozrible 
crimes was convicted t condemned fo an 
heretike,of 5ᷣ ſect of the @aduceg,becauſe 
he denied the reſurrection of the dead, and 
immoztalitie of y ſoule, as if is to be ſcene 
in the 11. Seſſion of $ Touncell-This de + 
cree and condemnation of the Pope, and 
Popes was then counted Catholike. But 
what ſaith the Popiſh Catholikes of our 
time: There wanted the app2obation of 
the Pope, No fo2ſoth,fo2 Iohn the 23. the 
perſon condemned, who of the Councell 
of Conſtance was taken fo2 the right 


Pope , becauſe rh 


| 
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hope that hee might be reſtoʒed and confir- 


befoze in a counſell holden at Piſe, by all 
the Cardinalles,although they would not 
pteld vnto it,noz leaue their papacy:Pope 
John A ſay, in the next Seſſton, acknow⸗ 
ledged that the Councel of Conſtance was 
a moſt holie Councell, affirming that it 
could not erre. But leaſt this appꝛoba⸗ 
tion might be thought to be extozted by 
feare, becauſe he was impziſoned oꝛ of 


med in his papacy: there wanteth not a 


moꝛe authenticall appzobation of Pope 


Martine the fifte, who in the ende of the 
Connlſell, and befoze the diſſolution ther⸗ 
of .ſolemnely app:oued all thinges decrerd 
in that Councell Conciliariter, that is, in 
the loꝛme of a Touncell : and in his Bull 
charged all perſons ſuſpeced of hereſie, to 
be examined vpon this interogatozy,whe- 
ther they div acknowledge that the gene- 
rall Touncell coulde not erre, whether 
they did acknowledge the Councel of Cõ- 


ſtance to be ſuch a Countell as coulve not 
terre. which Councell decreed, that the 


Pope was inferiour to the Councell, and 
condemned the Pope foz erruur. Thus 
the Pope him lelle 1 = 
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Pope mayerre, and the Counceliconfir- 
med by the Pope, decreeth the ſame, And 
not one Councell only. But the generall 
Councell of Baſill, made euen the ſame 
Cannon and decrte of the Countels ſupe⸗ 
rioꝛitie aboue the Pope. Then belpke it 
will be cleare, that although the Pope bee 
not alwayes a certame witneſte of truth, 
vet the general Councell can not erre. No 
ſurelp, we are neuer the neare ofcertain- 
tie of truth, in the generall Countels de⸗ 
termination: Fo2 at the ſame time, that 
the Councell of Baſill, was held in Ger. 
many, the Councell of Ferraria and Flo- 
rentia, was held in Italy, that was of the 
cleane contrar ie iudgement concerning 
the Popes ſaperiozitie to that of Baſill and 
Conſtance. But it will be obiected, that 
the Countell of Baſill lacked the Popes 
confirmation, No truelp, fo although A 
might alledge the confirmation of Pope 
Folix, whiche was choſen by the ſame 
Countell after they had depoſed Eugeni- 
us fo: his confumacy, & the Bull of Pope 
Nicholas the fit, which ſucceeded Pope 
Eugenius, and confirmeth all thinges de⸗ 
treed in the Countell of Baſill, yet am 
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ſtande vpon the very ſame Eugenius the 
fourth, which gathered + held the Couns 
cell of Fertatia and Florentia againſt the 
Councell of Baſill. Foz euen the ſame Eu- 
genius, after he had in thꝛe ſolemne Buls. 
in which her complayned that the Coun⸗ 
cell of Baſill vſurped authozitte about the 
Pope, decreed the diſſolution of the ſame, 
condemning all the doings thereof: at the 
| length, was compelled to renoke his own 
Bulles, and to declare, that the Councell 
was lawfully cõtinued, notwithſtanding 
bis Bulles and decrees-to the contrarie. 
His Bull of reuocation is to be ſeene in 
the 16. Seſſion of the Councell of Baſill. 
Beſide this, in the nerte Deſſion, hee was 
' (wo2ne by his legates, when they were 
| inco2pOHated into the Councell, to defende 
that Councell, and by eſpeciall woꝛdes, to 
defend the decres of the Councell of: Con- 
ſtance, made in the fourth Seſſion therof: 
| by Which, the Councell is decreed to bee 
absue the Pope, and the Pope bounde to 
obey the Councell, and the decrees therof- 
Laſt of all, by his Pzeſiventes, be accep- 
ted ſuch pzcfidency of the Councell, as the 
councell would graunt, which was with- 

out 
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out all juriſdiction of compulſion, being | 


pim ſeife compelled ta retaine that o2der 
of p:oceeding , with the councell befoze 
his pꝛeſidency was admitted, had obſer- 
ned and woulde not change :now' that 
they were content to make him in his 
legates there pzeſident . What certain- 
tie of truth therefoze may bee looked fo; 
in the determinations of Popes and ge- 


nerall councelles , pou may ealily per- | 
ceine.You haue heard the concell againſt | 


the pope, and the pope againſt the Coun⸗ 
cell,Councell againſt Councell,one pope 
againſt another pope, and the ſame pope 
againſt himſelfe, and all this is one que⸗ 
ſtion , whether the pope 02 the generall 
Touncell ought to bee taken as an infalli- 
ble rule ot truth,that cannot erre · Out of 
which contrariedecreees,no other certain ⸗ 
tie can bee concluded, but pit is certaine 
they may both erre, and therfoze it is eui⸗ 


dent, that there is none other certaine and 


vndoubted recoꝛde, of the woꝛde of truth, 
but onely the ne we Teſtament and the 
olde, the holy Canonicall bokes of the ho- 
ly criptues, as it were caſte to confirme 


tuen by the iudgement of rr 
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ent and beſt appꝛaued Fathers, buf that 
may not pꝛociede any further . After 
the lutficiencie of the holy Scriptures to 
teach vs al truth, being thus maintained, 
and the obiections made by the aduerſa- 
ries cõfuted: I had thought to haue added 
an other diſcourſe, concerning the right e 
| certain way of interpꝛetation and vnder- 
ſtanding of the holy Scriptures , but be- 
| cauſe the time is ſo far ſpent,y I ſhall not 
be able to go thzongh it, J will altogether 
omitt it, deſiring God of his inffnite 
mercy, that as hee hath teſlified by his 
ſonne our ſauiour Chailt Jeſus, we can 

haue no acceſſe bnto his Maieſtie, with- 
- | ont (andificatid in the woꝛd of truth:ſo it 
would pleaſe him by his holy ſpirit, to cõ⸗ 
ſecrate t᷑ dedicate vs wholy vnto his plea⸗ 
ſure, that following the infallible rule of 
trath deſcribed in his holy wozd, we may 
| glo2ifle his name in this life, and after be 
partakers of eternall felicitie, purchaſed 
vnto vs by the only merites of our Loꝛd x 
Sauiour Jeſus Chꝛiſt. vnto whome with 
the father o the holy Gholte one eternall 
God, be al honoz,glozy,power, & dominid 
now and euer. Amen. 
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